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$5165.24 


is a considerable sum for even a great organization ast the 
New York Central Railroad to save annually. 


This was exactly the net saving recorded during 1915, 
after deducting interest, maintenance, depreciation and 
power costs, from the use of 


Otis Inclined Elevators 


Handling package freight from lighters to dock at 
Weehawken, N. J., the N. Y. Central experienced, in addi- 
tion, a saving of time that varied between 20 and 40%, 
depending upon conditions of tide, character of freight, etc. 


Similar savings await you in an equipment of Otis 
Inclined Elevators. If it’s worth while to economize at all, 
it’s worth while beginning now. May 
we send you more explicit information ? 


OTIS | x ep 
ELEVATOR COMPANY®&® aet ft 


11th Avenue and 26th Street 
NEW YORK 


OFFICES 1N ALL PRINCIPAL CITIES OF THE WORLD 
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Rate Compilations? 


Personal Replies by Mail or Wire to : 
Legal or Special Service Inquiries Tonnage ComparisonsP 
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One of the 2-Ton G. V. Vans 
operated by Julius Kindermann 
& Sons, New York. 


The Low Expense Makes 
Them Especially Attractive 


Noise and success are not always synonymous. Van 
owners used to think they had to have a truck which 
could tear across the country at 20 miles per hour. Then 
they woke up to the fact that between 80% to 90% of 
their deliveries were made right-in the city proper or to 
points less than 15 miles away. When they found that. 
the Electric truck was particularly adapted to just this 
kind of concentrated work many of them bought G. V. 
Electric Vans and began to save money over former 
methods. 


The trend is all towards the Electric for city work. 
Several of our customers operate over 100 G. V. Electrics 
each. Read Mr. Kinderman’s letter, then ask yourself,-if 
a native in Siam can operate a G. V., why can’t one of 
your teamsters? Remember, we serve 131 lines of business. 


We ‘would like to send you our handsome catalogue 
No, 104, describing some of the thousands of G. V. Elec- 
trics in service. Write for this today and get posted on 

the reasons for the steady increase of Electrics, 


SULiin SERERIAMIS a Oabds whether you are ready to buy yet or not. 


Absolutely Fireproof 
Storage Warehouses 
New “York, Oct. 20, 1916. 


The General Vehicle Co., - 

con Longdege hy enerai Vehicle -Lo., Inc 

Gentlemen: °9 . 
We take pleasure in adding our en- 

dorsement to the merits of General 


Ve howe ew had two of them in General Office and Factory 


almost daily use for the past three 
years; they are in practically per- LONG ISLAND CITY N Yy 
fect condition, while the cost of main- ? e ° 
tenance has been insignificant. 

“ - ——— of goer = 40 voor 
is also low enoug Oo make them ° e ° 
especially attractive to business houses New York Chicago Boston Philadelphia 
using motor vehicles. 

Wishing you continued success, we 
remain, Yours very truly, 

. Julius Kindermann & Sons (Inc.): 

(Signed) George Kindermann 
JG-CLP President. 
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WELLS FARGO SERVICE 
is NATIONAL—and INTERNATIONAL 





Wells Fargo operates over more than | 20,000 miles of transportation lines, 
to service you quickly, faithfully and efficiently. Through car service on 
fast schedules is maintained to the principal cities in the Middle States and 
in the West.- 


To Chicago, St. Louis, Kansas City, St. Paul, Minneapolis, Dallas, Denver, 
Seattle, Portland, San Francisco, Los Angeles---to say nothing of hundreds 
of other important centers of the country---Wells Fargo renders an ex- 
pedited transportation service of incalculable value to commercial houses 
everywhere. 

Wells Fargo service is more than nation-wide—it is international. It extends to 
Alaska, Hawaii and the Orient, where offices have been established at Manila, 


Shanghai and Hongkong. Wells Fargo maintains its own offices in Paris, London 
and Liverpool. 


The express means specialized transportation service—special cars for perishable 
products, for horses and automobiles; safety trunks for small and fragile packages; 
safes for valuables. A Wells Fargo call-card is an automatic signal. Hang it out 

and our wagon will be at your service. 


It Goes Well If It Goes Wells Fargo 
Ship via the Fargo Way 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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SHIPPER’S RIGHT OF APPEAL 
In a recent article in these columns favoring a 
change in the law so that shippers may. have the 
right to take to the courts negative orders of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, we made the 
statement that shippers generally know less than 
they should concerning the hobbles that fetter them 


when they undertake to move toward a court with 
a view to having tested a law question vitally 
affecting their interests. There are three cases 
notable for the injustice shippers have been caused 
to suffer that will undoubtedly be fully discussed 
in arguments and briefs submitted to the New- 
lands committee of Congress that will investigate 
the matter of our present system of regulation, but 
it may not be amiss for us to go into them some- 
what now. Indeed, with this opportunity to pre- 
sent their needs and desires to. a Congressional 
committee whose work may result in a radical 
change in our system of railroad regulation, ship- 
pers should inform themselves fully and be pre- 
pared to strike while the iron is hot. 
time to ask for what you want. 

Two of the three cases referred to are Procter 
and Gamble Company vs. The United States et al., 
The Interstate Commerce Commission, interven- 
ing respondent, and Russe and Burgess vs. The 
Interstate Commerce Commission. The Russe and 
Burgess case was not taken to the Supreme Court 
because at the time when an appeal might have 
been taken it was a certainty that such action 
would have been futile. The third case is that of 
the Victoria Fisher and Western Railway Com- 
pany vs. U. S., commonly called the tap line case. 

In the Procter and Gamble case the Commission 
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held that a shipper was liable for demurrage on 
his own cars held on his own tracks on his own 
land under lading with his own property, if the 
lading was not removed within the period of free 
time. That case was taken to the Commerce Court, 
which assumed jurisdiction notwithstanding the 
Interstate Commerce Commission’s contention that 
the petitioner was a shipper, and its having dis- 
missed his complaint that there was nothing in 
the order of dismissal that afforded. any basis for 
action in court. In commenting on the contention 
of the Commission, Judge Archbald, of the Com- 
merce Court, said: “Or, in other words, that it is 
only the carrier against which an order is made 
in favor of the shipper that can bring. the case for 
review into this court.” 


The Commerce Court thought that a monstrous 
doctrine. It held that Procter and Gamble, in go- 
ing to the Commerce Court, came within the rule 
laid down in Peavey vs. Union Pacific, 176 U. S., 
409, in which the court said: “A careful search 
of the Interstate Commerce act discloses no limita- 
tion of the parties who may maintain suits to 
enjoin, set aside, annul or suspend an order of the 
Commission, to those who are parties to the pro- 
ceeding before it upon which the order was based. 
The proceeding in court is not an appeal; it is a 
plenary suit in equity.” 

The distinction in form between the Procter and 
Gamble and the Peavey cases is to be found in 
the fact that the Commission in the former entered 
a so-called negative order—that is, it dismissed the 
complaint. In the Peavey case the Commission 
forbade the railroads to pay to complaining ele- 
vator men any compensation for the elevation of 
grain in transit, so that here the law, as later de- 
clared, was unquestionably met as far as a positive 
order was concerned. In the Peavey case the court 
decided nothing more than that the right to resort 
to the courts was not confined to the carrier when 
there was a positive order, but extended to every- 
one injuriously affected by the order, even though 
not a party to the proceedings before the Com- 
After con- 
sidering the distinction between the Peavey and 
the Procter and Gamble cases, the Commerce Court 
came to the conclusion that the form of the Com-: 
mission’s order could not control, limit or extin- 
guish the right of a shipper adversely affected by 
such order to apply to the courts for equity relief. 

The Supreme Court, however, disagreed with 
the Commerce Court. In effect it held that when 
the Commission dismissed a complaint or failed 
to append an order to a report, the shipper ad- 
versely affected by the action or non-action of the 
Commission had no right to come to court.’ That 
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decision had the effect of threwing out of the Su- 
preme Court ten or eleven suits by shippers over 
which the Commerce Court had taken jurisdiction. 
In a broad way of speaking, that decision sealed 
the fate of the Commerce Court, peculiar as that 
statement may seem. But it gave opponents of 
the Commerce Court opportunity to press the 
charge that that tribunal was a pro-railroad body 
because it had sustained an attack on the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, presumed to be the friend 
of the shipper. Thus, by a queer process of reason- 
ing and the almost unbelievable credulity of those 
on whom it was imposed, a decision in favor of a 
shipper was used as proof that the Commerce Court 
was opposed to the interests of shippers. Many 
shippers joined the crusade against the Commerce 
Court on this very assumption that it must be in- 
tending to destroy the Commission’s usefulness as 
a friend of the shippers. 

Congress abolished this special court, notwith- 
standing the protests of eminent lawyers practic- 
ing before the Commission, both on the railroad 
and on the shippers’ side of cases. When it was 
too late, the Commission itself expressed the view, 
through its solicitor, that there was need of a court, 
the judges of which should have as their principal 
task the consideration of law points made. against 
the Commission, both by railroads and by shippers. 

The reversal of the Procter and Gamble case, as 
it came up from the Commerce Court, resulted in 
leaving the Commission’s decision that the owner 
of private cars must pay demurrage on his own 
rolling stock standing on his own tracks and loaded 
with his own property until he removes the lading. 
The Commerce Court, in the meantime having con- 
sidered the case on its merits, had agreed with the 
Commission and dismissed Procter and Gamble’s 
bill of complaint. 

It is true that this question in one form or an- 
other is before the Commission and that some time 
there must be a decision. It is suggested, however, 
that if the law at the time the Procter and Gamble 
case was taken to the Commerce Court had dis- 
tinctively given a shipper the right to carry ques- 
tions of law to court, the proper determination of 
the material point made by Procter and Gamble 
‘would have been disposed of long-ago. It is as- 
sumed that the Supreme Court would have seen 
the distinction between confiscation and allowance. 
It is further suggested that if the Supreme Court 
had gone into the merits of the proposition the 
distinction between an allowance to a shipper who 
furnishes the facility for the transportation of his 
own goods and one who furnishes equipment for 
the transportation of the goods of another would 
have been developed and the injustice that is being 
done to private car owners who are also shippers 
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whenever a railroad takes one of those private 
cars and turns it over to another shipper and pays 
the owner only the mileage, would ‘have been de- 
veloped long since. 


A MATTER OF PRINCIPLE 


In a letter to Frank W. Noxon, secretary of the 
Railway Business Association, W. H. Chandler, of 
Boston, cites some interesting figures in answer to 
George A. Post’s reply to the questionaire of the 
National Industrial Traffic League. He shows that 
in the year ending October 31, 1915, of the 149,449 
tariff publications filed, in only one hundred and 
nineteen cases did the Commission suspend, and in 
one hundred and fifteen of these it was found fin- 
ally that the carriers had published rates that ought 
not to have been published. He argues from this 
that Mr. Post and others who support the carriers 
in this respect have not much on which to base their 
advocacy of an amendment to the law in regard to 
suspensions. Mr. Post thinks sixty days a long 
enough time to deprive the railways of an advance 
which is finally justified after suspension. 

Mr. Chandler’s use of statistics does make the pro- 
test of the carriers and those who agree with them 
against what they conceive to be the injustice of 
the present provision of the law look like a small 
matter, but, if it is such a small matter, why quar- 
rel about it? The smallness of the amount involved 
should make it the easier to settle a matter like this 
on principle. Is it just that carriers, by suspension 
proceedings, should be deprived of revenue to which 
they prove they are entitled, or is it not? That is 
the only question to be decided, and we should think 
Mr. Chandler’s figures would make it comparatively 
easy, in deciding it, for shippers to throw aside any 
prejudice they may have. 

But there is another reason why shippers may 
perhaps incline to look with complacency on this 
petition of the carriers for a change in the law re- 
garding suspensions. They, themselves, are expect- 
ing to ask, we understand, for a change in the law 
by which, when a rate is found unreasonable and 
reparation is awarded, the reparation shall date 
from the time the evidence was heard by the Com- 
mission. Their view of what is due them in this 
respect, we believe, is right and proper. We hope 
they will ask for it and that they will get it? But 
how can they argue for the principle involved if they 
deny the application of the same principle to the 
matter of revenue denied the carriers through sus- 
pension proceedings? And as a practical matter, 
why should they deny it when the amount involved 
to the carriers is so little and their own need so 


great? 
(Continued on page 942) 
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in Washington 


The Headlight Hearing.—The Com- 
mission’s ‘hearing room is really no 
place for a shipper or even a railroad 
traffic man when there is a high-power 
headlight hearing in progress. The 
brethren who take part in such hear- 
ings would give shippers and railroad 
traffic men the impression that they 
are trying to-call each other degen- 
erates, ghouls, and mutilators of the 
dead. They count that paragraph lost 

the period of which is made without seeing some insinua- 
tion well begun. An insinuation that the witness is a 
perjurer is mild language. The brotherly love shown by 
the brotherhood chiefs for engine drivers who disagreed 
with them as to the value of the nitrogen bulb headlight 
is to be inferred from the way W. S. Stone cross-examined 
one of the brethren who had been made road foreman of 
engines and took the stand as a witness for the railroads 
in opposition to the tentative rule of the Commission re- 
quiring each engine to be equipped with a head lamp 
enabling the engine driver to see an object the size of 
a man on the track at a distance of 1,000 yards. Stone 
asked him if he had not recently been promoted. The 
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- man had. Then Stone wanted to know if he had not 


been employed since his promotion chiefly in making tests 
with headlights to confirm the witness’s impression that 
the high-power headlight is a bad thing, on congested 
lines, because it obscures blurs, or, at times, utterly blots 
out signals. Then Stone wanted to know if his promotion 
was probably not due largely to the fact that the road 
foreman of engines was known to be opposed to the 
stronger lamps. Shippers and traffic men, if they had 
attended the hearings the last days of Octeber, would 
either have ground their teeth or smiled sarcastically at 
the objections the brotherhood chiefs made -to having 
the Commission take any further testimony about a test 
on the New York Central, because the employes were not 
represented at the test, although it was a matter of record 
that the brotherhood chiefs had been invited to attend. 
Only one of the observers at that test claimed to have 
been able to see an object the size of a man at a dis- 
tance anywhere near 1,000 feet. Most of them saw it at 
about 775 feet. The man who claimed to have seen the 
object at a distance of 996 feet first’'claimed to have seen 
it at more than 2,300 feet, or about three times as far 
as the others. Another amusing feature was the request 
of the brotherhoods to have the Commission make head- 
light tests itself, by sending out its own men from among 
the boiler inspectors. The amusing part of that is that 
the controlling forces in that boiler inspection division 
are reputed to be former members of the brotherhoods, if, 
indeed, they have not continued their membership right 
to this time. 


Effect of Headlight Cost on Rates—No expense that 
contributes to the safety of life and limb is considered 
too great to be borne. Therefore the question is not to 
be treated as one indirectly raising the question of rates. 
But, according to the estimates of the railroad engineers, 
the strict enforcement of the rule about which the hear- 
ings have been held will mean the addition of about 
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$6,000,000 to the cost of- engines, without adding anything 
to the safety. movement. Of course, six millions are a 
mere bagatelle, but the total of money disbursed by rail- 
roads is made up of bagatelles. In the hard coal rate 
case, the cost of improvements’ made in carrying out the 
safety first’idea was -brought forward as one reason why 
there should be no reductions in coal rates. The figures 
have also been used in other cases. It is certain, there- 
fore, that if the Commission requires headlights so rad- 
ically different from those now generally used in the East, 
the time will come when shippers will have to face not 
only the increased cost of operation caused by the Adam- 
son law (if that does not turn out to be a gold brick) but 
also the item created by the headlight rule. It is not 
much, but it will be a respectable excuse for keeping 


‘rates where they are now, if not for advancing them. 


Texas and the Shreveport Case.—The Texas railroad 
commissioners will have practically a month in which to 
mull over the question of whether they will get into the 
Shreveport case and undertake to save something from 
that wreck. The arguments on the petitions for reopening 
the case will be had December 6. It is the understanding 
that they have been thinking on the subject for a good 
many weeks and, according to report among Texans who 
attended the Shreveport “conference,” Chairman Mayfield 
at that time was of the opinion. that he-and his colleagues 
could afford to be officially present at hearings before 
the federal Commission without loss of official dignity. 
If they ‘get in now and show a disposition to bring for- 
ward facts, they may be helping the whole Southwest to 
maintain a lower scale of rates than will be the result 
if they hold the view that it is incompatible with their 
dignity for them to participate in the case. The question 
as to whether the federal Commission has the power to 
allow the Texas railroads to prescribe live stock rates 
for hauls wholly within Texas on the theory that it is 
necessary so as to remove discriminations at Shreveport 
can be fought out, even if the Texas commissioners take 
part in the hearings that result in the prescribing of 
rates for such hauls. The appearance of the Texas com- 
missioners will not stop them from raising the point in 
court. The Texans will not be compromising themselves 
by appearing as applicants for a rehearing. 


An Appetizing Discussion.—That, was a neat compliment 
which his colleagues paid Commissioner Clements when 
théy made him write the opinion in the Nashville self- 
rising flour transit case. The veteran member of the . 
Commission is from the heart of the hot biscuit and corn- 
cake country. Presumably, he knows how much truth 
there is in the assertion of the self-rising flour men that 
they can mix the flour and leavening ingredients more 
effectually and in better proportions at the mill than the 
cooks can. The Clements opinion places the seal of the 
Commission’s approval on the proposition and makes way 
for the spread of the self-rising flour to the uttermost 
corners of the land, even if thereby it does say, by in- 
ference, that teh home-mixing of flour and baking powder 
is not as good as the factory mixing. Perhaps the answer 
is that Commissioner Clements is of the opinion that the 
generation of cooks in the South that really knew how to 
make biscuits and griddle-cakes has died out and that its 
successors think too much of hair-straightening devices, 
high shoes and willow plume hats. 

Commission Hard at Word.—The man who would accuse 
the Interstate Commerce Commission of laziness or pro- 
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crastination would be laughed to scorn by those who are 
even perfunctorily familiar with the work it does, It 
announced thirty-five. formal opinions on, the first three 
working days of this week in addition to making its sus- 
pension .order respecting the Fonda tariff and agreeing 
on arguments on the application for reopening the Shreve- 
port case. . It is understood the commissioners spent hours 
and hours in a discussion of the Shreveport matter. The 
promulgation of that large number of orders took place 
notwithstanding the conduct of hearings and arguments 
during the latter part of the preceding weeks and the 
continuance of hearings and arguments the early part of 
this week. On Wednesday there were three hearings and 
one argument going on at the same time. . No other branch 
of the government service is ‘so diligent. -While those 
who practice before it may at times growl at its deci- 
sions, the outstanding fact respecting the Commission is 
tha everybody knows that its members work, and work so 
that even if the most exacting slave-driver were asked 
to pass judgment upon it, he would be forced to say that 
he could find no fault with it on the score of faithfulness 
to the performance of tasks imposed upon it by the law 
of its creation. 





A Small Target Finds Safety.—Being small is some- 
times an advantage for a common carrier. An order of 
the Commission, issued November 1, eliminates the Rio 
Grande Railroad from the list of railroads that must obey 
its order in the Shreveport case. The carrier so released 
does business almost exclusively in Texas and when 
Fonda came to prepare the tariff which the railroads 
believe to be in compliance with the order of the Com- 
mission, it refused to join as a participating carrier, set- 
ting up its contention that it does not participate in the 
traffic in question, and therefore it could see no reason 
why it should be asked to bear any part of the expense 
of publishing a tariff. A. E. H. 


N. I. T. L. PROGRAM 


Following is the program and docket for the annual 
meeting of the National Industrial Traffic League, to be 
held at the Hotel Sherman, Chicago, Thursday and Friday, 
November 9 and 10: 

Thursday, November 9:‘10 a. m., business session; 2 
p. m., business session; 7 p. m., annual dinner. 

Friday, November 10: 10 a. m., business session; 2 
p. m., business session. 

The docket of subjects for the business sessions follows: 

Election of officers. 

Report of secretary-treasurer. 

Report of finance and auditing committee. 

Report of executive committee. (a) Change in article 
6 of League constitution; (b) eight-hour law (report of 
hearing before Senate committee); (c) joint Senate reso- 
lution No. 60 (proposed investigation of federal regulation 
and incorporation of railroads); (d) change in rules of 
practice before I. C. C. (see circular dated Sept. 27, 1916); 
(e) amending the law or the rules of practice of the 
I. C. C. giving litigants the right to review the findings 
of examiners and file exceptions and objections to same 
prior to decision by the Commission. 

Report of bill of lading committee. 
lading. 

Report of committee on car demurrage and storage. 
(a) Showing name of shipper on freight bill;- (b) applica- 
tion of demurrage rules to shipments reconsigned or re- 
shipped; (c) application of average agreement rule to 


Uniform bill of 
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trap cars; (d) demurrage rule 6, section “D;” (e) ad- 
vance in demurrage rates. 

Report of baggage committee.. Uniform baggage rules. 

Report of express committee. - 

Report of weighing committee. Proposed tolerance on 
empty box cars. 

Report of membership committee. 

Report of committee on rate construction and tariffs. 
Minimum charge on single shipments (see pages 23-24 of 
summer, 1916, proceedings). 

Report of legislative committee. : 

Report of general classification committee. (a) Official 
division; (b) Western division; (c) Southern division. 
Reorganization of Southern Classification committee. Car- 
load rates and mixtures. 

Report of freight claims committee. 

Report of committee on transportation instrumentalities. 


Pooling of equipment. 


Report of organization committee. 

Report of special committee on uniform classification. 

Report of special committee on railway leases and side- 
track agreements. , 

New business. Place for spring meeting of League. 

Frank Trumbull, chairman of the Chesapeake & Ohio 
Railroad, and Julius Fleischmann of Cincinnati will be 
the speakers at the banquet the first evening of the con- 
vention. G. M. Freer of Cincinnati, president of the or- 
ganization, will preside at the dinner. 


DEMURRAGE ON COAL CARS 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

The railroads in Official Classification territory have be- 
gun. sending tariffs to the Commission which impose cumu- 
lative demurrage charges on coal cars so as to assure 
prompt relief for their equipment. not only now, when 
there is a bad coal famine in sight, but in the future. So far 
as can be learned, no objections will be made by shippers 
to increases in the penalty for detention of cars beyond a 
reasonable time for unloading. 

That does not mean, however, that the tariffs mentioned 
are going to be allowed to become effective without opposi- 
tion. Although nothing has yet reached the records of the 
Commission, it is fairly well understood here that ship- 
pers will object with all their power to modifications in 
the rules, especially that one which allows weather con- 
ditions as a reason for remitting demurrage when cars are 
not unloaded within the free period. 

It is the understanding that the railroads will contend, 
if the matter ever comes to a formal discussion, that ship- 
pers have abused the weather condition’ exemption and 
that their proposal is to do away with such an invitation 
to abuse, even at the risk of having it work a hardship in 
what they will call isolated cases if they are ever called 


upon to defend their action. 


Complainants’ petition for rehearing in case Nos. 6194, 
Holmes & Hallowell et al. vs. Gt. Nor. et al., 6357 and 
Sub-Nos. 1 to 20, inclusive, Imperial Elevator Co. vs. Gt. 
Nor., 6715, and Sub-Nos. 1 to 23, inclusive, Interior Lum- 
ber Co. vs. Nor. Pac. et al., 7281, and Sub-Nos. 1 to ‘8, 
inclusive, Crookston Milling Co. vs. Gt. Nor., 7498, and 
Sub-Nos. 1 to 3, inclusive, Christenson Imes Lumber Co. 
vs. Gt. Nor. et al., and 8119, and Sub-Nos. 13 and 14, 
Federal Elevator Co. vs. Gt. Nor., have been denied by 
the Commission. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 


UNREASONABLE STORAGE CHARGE 


CASE NO. 8125 (41 I. C. C., 368-370) 


TOCH BROTHERS VS. CENTRAL OF GEORGIA RAIL- 
WAY CO. ET AL. 
Submitted Sept. 14, 1915. Opinion No. 3921. 


Reparation awarded because of the collection of an unreasonable 
charge for the storage of four barrels of liquid paint at 
Augusta, Ga. 





Bertram L. Kraus for complainants; no appearance for de- 
fendants. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 


The complainants are Henry M. Toch and Maximilian 
'Toch, copartners, dealing in paints*‘at New York and Long 
Island City, N. Y. By complaint, filed June 26, 1915, they 
allege that in June, 1914, the Central of Georgia Railway 
Co. improperly held in storage at Augusta, Ga., four barrels 
of liquid paint, and charged ‘therefor the sum of $75.60, 
which charge was unreasonable and unlawful. Reparation 
is asked. 


On June 11, 1914, complainants delivered to the Ocean 


Steamship Co. of Savannah, at Long Island City, four _ 


barrels of liquid paint, aggregating 1,760 pounds, con- 
signed to the Indiana Plaster & Art Marble Co., care of 
the King Lumber Co., Augusta, Ga. The shipment moved: 
Ocean Steamship Co. of Savannah to Savannah, Ga., Cen- 
tral of Georgia Railway thence to destination. It arrived 
at Augusta on June 16, 1914, on which date the delivering 
carrier sent notice of arrival to the consignee in care of 
King Lumber Co. The consignee was not a local Augusta 
industry, but had a sub-contract in connection with the 
King Lumber Co., for a erection of a building at that 
place. The King Lumber Co. applied to the carrier to 
have the consignment delivered to it for the consignee, 
tendering the freight charges. The agent of the carrier, 
however, relying upon rules of the company, not filed 
with the Commission, refused to deliver the paint unless 
the original bill of lading was surrendered or an order 
was presented from the Indiana Plaster & Art Marble Co. 
The bill of lading was not obtainable, and by the time 
documents satisfactory to the carrier’s agent had been 
procured storage charges amounting to $37 had accrued, 
and these the’ consignee refused to pay. Thereupon com- 
plainants were informed of the situation and, after some 
delay, ordered the shipment returned to New York. By 
this time the storage charges assessed amounted to $75.60. 
When the goods had been returned, complainants paid 
freight charges on the shipment from New York to Au- 
gusta, $10.27; storage at Augusta, $75.60; freight from 
Augusta to New York, $10.27; total, $96.14. No claim is 
made that the freight charges were or are unreasonable, 
but the storage charges are alleged to have accrued by 
re:son of the failure of the defendant’s agent to notify 
complainants promptly of the failure of consignee to re- 
ce ve the shipment. The shipment was worth about $140. 


‘ule 12 of the Central of Georgia Railway Co.’s ter- 





minal charges tariff, I. C. C. No. 1294, in effect at the time, 
provided substantially as follows: 

If the consignee of freight in carloads or less than carloads 
shall fail or neglect to remove such freight within three days 
after the expiration of free time, then the carrier shall, through 
the agent at point of shipment, so notify the shipper, unless 
the consignee has signified his aceptance of the property. Said 
notice may be served personally or given by mail. 


Rule 6 of that tariff provided storage at the following 
rates per day of 24 hours or fraction thereof, on explosives 
or other dangerous articles held in or on railroad premises 
in excess of free time allowed: 


Section . B. On less-than-carload shipments of the less 
dangerous and relatively safe explosives, * * * or less-than- 
carload shipments of dangerous articles other than explosives, 
requiring red, yellow, green or white I. C. C. labels, unloaded 
in or on railroad premises, 10 cents per 100 pounds, with a 
minimum charge of 10 cents. 


The Central Railway’s storage charge, $75.60, was col- 
lected for the period, June 19, 1914, to Aug. 8, 1914, 42 
days, exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays, the ship- 
ment had remained in its custody at Augusta after the 
expiration of free time, and was based on a weight of 
1,800 pounds, for the actual weight of 1,760 pounds, at 
10 cents per 100 pounds, the paint having been shipped 
under a red label indicating ‘that it was inflammable. 
Under the rule first quoted storage charges should have 
been assessed for three days of this time, for which a 
charge of $5.28 would have been correct. : 

The storage charges in excess of that amount were im- 
properly assessed. The carrier was not entitled to assess 
storage charges for the time during which it was in de- 
fault in giving notice of the failure of the consignee to 
accept the shipment, and was not entitled to assess such 
charges for the time subsequently to the giving of such 
notice for the reason that it then refused to make delivery 
to the consignee except upon payment of charges to which 
it was not entitled to collect. 

We find that the charges collected by the. Central of 
Georgia Railway Co. for the storage at Augusta,.Ga., of 
four barrels of liquid paint from June 22, 1914, to Aug. 
8, 1914, were unreasonable as above set forth; that com- 
plainants paid and bore these charges and were damaged 
thereby, and that they are entitled to reparation in the 
sum of $70.32, with interest. 

An order will be entered accordingly. 


REPARATION ON APPLES 


An order of reparation has been entered in No. 8361, 
S. J. Dean vs. Oregon-Washington R. R. & Nav. Co. et al., 
Opinion No. 3922, 41 I. C. C., 370-1, on account of an-un- 
reasonable rate on a carload of apples from Walla Walla, 
Wash., to Crary, N. D. The carrier assessed a rate of 
$1.33. 0n apples loose in bulk while carrying a rate of 75 
cents for apples in barrels, crates or boxes. Between 
July 1, 1914, and December 5, 1914, apples in bulk were 
excluded from the 75-cent rate. They are now included 
in it. The carriers made no attempt to justify the exclu- 
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sion, hence the finding of unreasonableness and order of 
reparation. ° 


RECONSIGNMENT AND DIVERSION 


Another order directing the L. & N. and its connections 
to permit reconsignment and diversion at a charge of $5 
per car has been entered. This one is in No. 7411, Powell- 
Myers Lumber Co. vs. L: & N. et al., Opinion No. 3923, 41 
I. ©, C., 372-4. The holding is that the carriers should 


have permittéd the reconsignment of carload shipments 


of lumber from Shepard, Tenn., to Chicago, at Chicago, 
and other points on their line to LaCrosse, Wis., on the 
basis of the through rate from Shepard to La Crosse, 
plus a maximum charge of $5 per car. Reparation has 
also been ordered for the difference between the sum of 
the locals and the through rate pvlus‘the $5 for recon- 
signment. 


RATES ON CROSS-TIES 


No. 7949, Powell-Myers Lumber Co. vs. L. & N. et al., 
Opinion No. 3924, 41 I. C. C.,- 374-5, has been dismissed, 
- the Commission finding that a rate of 13.8 cents on cross- 
ties from Equality, Ill., to Streator, Ill., over an interstate 
route had not been shown to be unreasonable. ° 


JACKSONVILLE TERMINAL RULES 


CASE NO. 8057 (41 I. C. C., -376-378) 
ST, ELMO W. ACOSTA VS. MERCHANTS’ & MINERS’ 
TRANSPORTATION CO. 

Submitted Nov. 11, 1915. Opinion No. 3925. 


Defendant’s regulations and practices governing deliveries of 
traffic at its terminals in Jacksonville, Fla., not shown to 
be unreasonable. Complaint dismissed. , 





St. Elmo W.: Acosta for complainant in person; R. Walton 


Moore and Frank W. Gwathmey for defendant. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 


Complainant is a merchandise broker at Jacksonville, 
Fla. Defendant’is a water carrier plying to and from the 
port of vacksonville and other Atlantic ports. The com- 
plaint relates to a tariff rule of defendant under which 
a charge of 15 cents per net ton, minimum charge 15 
cents, is imposed at Jacksonville for loading into cars at 
its docks traffic consigned locally and not entitled. to 
“store-door delivery.” Complainant alleges that this rule 
is unreasonable when applied to carloads of beet pulp and 
cow feed shipped from points in New York, Ohio and 
Michigan to north Atlantic ports, thence by defendant’s 
line to Jacksonville. An order_is asked requiring defend- 
ant to deliver a part of a carload of beet pulp and cow feed 
to the tailboard of teams and to deliver the remainder; 
when destined to points beyond Jacksonville, on platforms 
adjacent to cars at defendant’s docks, upon request for 
such delivery by the consignee. 

Defendant absorbs the cost of delivery of carload freight 
reaching Jacksonville over its line consigned to ware- 
houses or industries located on the tracks of rail carriers. 
It does not assume the cost of split deliveries of such traf- 
fic. With respect to the delivery of all other traffic; defend- 
ant’s tariff, to which appropriate reference is made in the 
tariffs publishing joint carload rates on beet pulp and cow 
feed from certain points in New York, Ohio and Michigan 
to Jacksonville, provides as follows: 


_ Freight consigned locally to Jacksonville, Fla., not entitled to 
store-door delivery, and at the request of consignees, loaded 
on cars or lighters (when moving over this company’s pier, but 
not when loaded direct from ship to lighter placed alongside), 
will be charged 15 cents per ton of 2,000 pounds (minimum 
charge 15 cents on each shipment) for this service. 


Defendant’s terminals at Jacksonville embrace two paral- 
lel sheds approximately 641 feet long and 65 feet wide. 
Between the two sheds, and in close proximity thereto, 
are two switch tracks which will hold at one time 28 
freight cars. When a vessel discharges at the side of 
the shed next to the water, the traffic is trucked ejther 
across this shed to cars on the switch tracks, or across 
the tracks, and through the other shed, to doors opening 
on a street for delivery to the tailboards of teams. These 
sheds and tracks are not accessible to the public. 

Complainant argues that defendant should be required 


, 
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to deliver a part of a shipment of beet pulp or’ cow fee, 
not entitled to “store-door delivery,” to the tailboards cf 
teams and the remainder in its sheds adjacent to cars 
when request for such delivery is made by consignec: 
that the consignee should be permitted to enter the shecs 
and load. into cars with his own labor the portion of the 
shipment so delivered in the sheds. ‘It is admitted that 
the 15 cents per ton charge imposed by defendant for 
the loading service is not unreasonable, but complainant 
insists that the consignee should be permitted to perfornn 
the loading services with his own labor. 

Defendant insists that deliveries in the manner sought 
by complainant would be utterly impracticable. Its wit- 
ness stated that when a vessel arrives in Jacksonville a 
large force of laborers is engaged in unloading the carzo 
and trucking it to the various parts of the sheds, -or to 
cars. _The platforms adjacent to the cars are congested 
with traffic and defendant’s employes are actively engaged 
in handling it. The switch tracks and adjacent platforms 
are not delivery points and were never so intended. De- 
fendant argues that to require it to place beet pulp or 
cow fed upon platforms adjacent to the particular car in 
which it is to be loaded and to.require it to allow com- 
plainant to send his own employes to that point and load 
it at his convenience, would seriously interfere with -the 
operation of its terminals and result in a congestion of 
traffic, a disorganization of its laborers, and delays in 
the loading and unloading of vessels. If the privilege 
sought is allowed complainant, it would have to be ex- 
tended to all other consignees at Jacksonville. Defendant 
would have no protection against the acts of irresponsible 
employes of consignees who might be sent into the sheds. 
There would be greater liability of accidents, difficulty in 
maintaining discipline, and an increasedfrisk of theft or 
damage to freight. Defendant avers that such a practice 
would result in a serious disturbance of the conduct of 
its terminals. 

It is apparent that it is reasonably necessary for de- 
fendant to have exclusive control of its sheds and that 
it would be impracticable to give consignees access thereto 
for the purpose of receiving freight and loading it into 
cars. 

We find that defendant’s regulations and practices gov- 
erning deliveries at its terminals in Jacksonville are not 
shown to be unreasonable, and the complaint will be dis- 
missed. 


CHARGES ON SHELLED CORN 


The Commission has dismissed No. 8056, Cavers-Sturte- 
vant Co. vs. N: & N. W. et al., opinion No. 3926, 41 I. C. 
C., 378-9, holding that charges on a shipment of shelled 
corn from Salix, Ia., to Cheyenne, Wyo., stored in transit 
at Council Biuffs, had not been shown to be unreasonable. 


LUMBER REPARATION CASE 


The Commission has dismissed No. 8071, Carrier Lum- 
ber & Manufacturing Company vs. Illinois Central et al., 
Opinion No. 3928 (41 I. C. C., 382-3); holding that a rate 
of 81 cents on hardwood lumber from Sardis, Miss., to 
Spokane and Walla Walla, Wash., and Pendleton, Ore., 
have not been shown to be unreasonable.* The Commis- 
sion found that the combination was unduly discrimi- 
natory because a through rate of 75 cents applied from 
points in Mississippi on the Yazoo and Mississippi Valley 
through Sardis, in connection with the Illinois Central, to 
the destinations concerned. That through rate has since 
been made applicable to Sardis, the fourth section viola- 
tion being thereby removed. Reparation ,was denied on 
the ground that no damage had been shown as a result 
of the illegal adjustment. 


LUMBER RATE UNREASONABLE 


In No. 7951, Advance Lumber Company vs. Seaboard 
Air Line et al., Opinion No. 3929 (41 I. C. C., 384-5), the 
Commission found a rate of 9 cents on lumber from Wel- 
lington, Ala., to Chattanooga, Tenn., to be unreasonable 
because it exceeded a rate of.8 cents from Ohatchie, A!2., 
to Chattanooga. Wellington being intermediate, the fourth 
section violation was protected by a proper applicaticn, 
but the carrier offered: reparation ‘on condition that 10 
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order for the future be made. The Commission acceded 
to that arrangement. The rate has since been lowered. 


RATE ON CROSS-TIES 


Reparation has beer awarded in No. 8009, Powell-Myers 
Lumber Co. vs. L. & N. et al., opinion No. 3930, 41 I. C. C., 
385-6, the Commission finding that charges on two carloads 
of crossties from Equality and Ada,’ Ill., to Mason City, 
Ia.,.were unlawful and unreasonable because in excess of 
the rate on oak lumber .contemporaneously effective. 


RATES ON ORANGES 


CASE NO. 8362 (41 I. C. C., 387-388) 
BELL-ROGERS PRODUCE CO. VS. ATLANTIC COAST 
LINE RAILROAD CO. ET AL. x 


PARTS OF FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS NOS. 
703 AND 1530. 


Submitted Nov. 22, 1915. Opinion No. 3931. 


1. Rate charged for the transportation of.a carload of oranges 
from Plant City, Fla., to Alexander City, Ala., found to 
have been and to be unreasonable. ‘Reasonable maximum 
rate prescribed for the future and reparation awarded. 

2. Defendants’ fourth section applications, in so far as by them 
authority is sought to continue lower rates on oranges from 
Plant City, Fla., to Birmingham, Ala., than to Alexander 
City, La.,.and other intermediate points, denied. 


J: D. Patterson and R. L. Lange for complainant; Edward H. 
Hart for defendants. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 


Complainant is a corporation dealing in fruit and pro- ~ 


duce, with its principal office at Birmingham, Ala. By 
complaint, filed Sept. 30, 1915, it alleges that the rate of 
75.4 cents per box charged by defendants for the trans- 
portation of a carload of oranges, in standard boxes, from 
Plant City, Fla., to Alexander City, Ala., in December, 
1913, was unreasonable to the extent that it exceeded 52 
cents per box. A _ violation of the long-and-short-haul 
rule of the fourth section of the act is also alleged. Rep- 
aration is asked. Those portions of Atlantic Coast Line 
Railroad Fourth Section Application No. 703 and of Cen- 
tral: of Georgia Railway Fourth Section Application No. 
1530 wherein authority is sought to continue rates on 
oranges from Plant City to Birmingham, Ala., lower than 
the rates contemporaneously maintained to Alexander City 
and other intermediate points were heard with the com- 
plaint. : 

Alexander City is a local station on the Central of 


Georgia Railway between Opelika, Ala., and Birmingham,” 


46 miles from the former and 82 miles from the latter 
point. The distance from Plant City to Alexander City 
over defendants’ lines is 550 miles. 


The shipment in question consisted of 300 standard 
boxes of oranges and weighed 24,000. pounds. It moved: 
Atlantic Coast Line Railroad to Albany, Ga., Central of 
Georgia Railway thence to destination. No joint through 
rate was in effect, and charges were colletced in the sum 
of $226.20, at a rate of 45 cents per standard box of 80 
pounds from Plant City to Opelika plus the second class 
rate of 38 cents per 100 pounds, governed by Southern 
Classification, equivalent to 30.4 cents per box from Ope- 
lika to Alexander City. 


A carload rate of 52 cents per box or crate of 80 pounds, 
excess in’ proportion, minimum 300 boxes or crates, was 
and is maintained by defendants on oranges from Plant 
City to Birmingham. Shipments over defendants’ lines 
from Plant City to Birmingham pass en route through 
Alexander City. From Plant City to all intermediate 
points on the Central of Georgia Railway, Jacksons Gap, 
Ala., to Woodlawn, Ala., inclusive, rates prevail on oranges 
in earloads which are higher than the rate to Birmingham. 


In support of its contention that the rate assailed was - 


unreasonable complainant shows that a rate of 52 cents 
ver standard box of 80 pounds was and is in effect on 
oranges in carloads from Plant City to Munford, Ironaton, 
Roanoke, Talladega, Oxmoor and other Alabama points 
rom 554 to 679 miles from Plant City. Oxmoor and Irona- 
on are local stations on the Louisville & Nashville Rail- 
oad in the general vicinity of Alexander City, and the 
ate to these points applies through Alexander City in 
annection with defendants’ lines. When compared with 
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the rates cited and the 45-cent rate to Opelika for a haul 
only 46 miles less than the haul from Plant City to Alex- 
ander City, the rate assailed appears to be excessive. 
The rate to. Opelika yields a per car-mile revenue of 26.8 
cents and to Alexander City 41.1 cents. 

No attempt was made by the carriers to justify the 
departures from the fourth section involved, and the por- 
— Sag the fourth section applications heard will be 
enied. - 


We find that the rate assailed was, and for the future 
will be, unreasonable to the extent that it exceeded and 
exceeds 52 cents per box of 80 pounds, excess in propor- 
tion. We further find that complainant made the shipment 
as described and paid and bore charges thereon at the 
rate herein found to have been unreasonable; that it has 
been damaged to the extent of the difference between the 
chargs paid and the charges that would have accrued at 
a rate of 52 cents per box of 80 pounds, and that it is 
entitled to an award of reparation in the sum of $70.20, 
with interest. 

Appropriate orders will be entered. 

(The fourth section order is No. 6233.) 


WHEAT FROM OKLAHOMA 


The Commission has reaffirmed, on rehearing, its deci- 
sion in I. and S. No. 286, opinion 3932, 41 I. C. C., 389-92, 
which was that the carriers had not justified their pro- 
posals to increase rates on wheat and grain products from 
points in Oklahoma to Memphis. The Commission said 
that the testimony introduced on rehearing tending to 
snow inaccuracy in the original record had been consid- 
ered, but was not deemed to be of controlling force. The 
Commission reiterated its declaration that the advance 
on flour from Oklahoma to southeatsern territory through 
Memphis would result in the curtailment of the output 
of Oklahoma mills. On rehearing, the respondent carriers 
insisted that there is no requirement of law to show that 
existing rates are unreasonably low or unremunerative; 
that the only requirement is to show that the advanced 
rates would not be unreasonable. Answering that con- 
tention, the Commission said it intended in the original 
report to express the view that respondents failed to show 
any reason for increasing rates which had been in effect 
for several years. 


NEW ENGLAND CRUSHED STONE 


In I. & S. No. 788, New England Crushed Stone, Opinion 
No. 3933, 41 I. C. C. 393-4, the Commission has decided 
that the New Haven and other carriers have justified a 
change in their tariffs whereby advanced rates will become 
effective on crushed stone not carried “in bulk, in gondola 
or other open cars.” The tariffs, as drawn, have been con- 
strued by the mining company as authorizing it to ship 
what is commonly known as poultry grit in less than car- 
load quantities. The tariff changes will confine shipments 
of crushed stone to such as is used in road making. 


CANCELLATION OF TARIFFS 


Transit rules that are not used may be canceled by 
carriers if such rules are continued af points where use 
is made of them. That appears to be the substance of 
the report made in I. & S. No. 807, Opinion No. 3934 
(41 I. C. C., 395). The Boston & Maine proposed to can- 
cel tariffs providing that carloads of cardboard originat- 
ing at North Lee Minster, Mass., waybilled to points in 
western states might be stopped at Farley, Mass.,._ or 
Bellows Falls, Vt., to complete loading. The J. W. Butler 
Paper Company of Chicago protested and caused suspen- 
sion of the tariffs. At the hearing it was shown that dur- 
ing the whole of 1915 and up to June, 1916, no cars were 
stopped under these tariffs at the stopping points men- 
tioned. The protestants offered no further objection be- 
cause the service is still maintained at other points 
where it is used. The suspension order will be set aside 
as of November 15. 


RATES ON EXCELSIOR 


The effort of the Minneapolis Manufacturing Co., em- 
bodied in its complaint, No. 7420, against the Northern 
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Pacific and other carriers to have the Commission pre- 
scribe a mileage scale for excelsior in Western Classifi- 
cation territory and adjacent points has come to naught, 
the Commission dismissing that complaint and also No. 
7493, Marinette-Green Bay Manufacturing Co. vs. Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul et al., in opinion No. 3936, 
41 I. C. C., 400-2. The Commission held that rates on 
excelsior from Minneapolis to specified destinations in 
Illinois, Tennessee, Louisiana and in all states west of 
the Mississippi River, except Iowa and Minnesota, and 
from Marinette, Wis., to Houghton and Calumet, Mich., 
had not been shown to be unreasonable or unjustly dis- 
criminatory. 


FRESH MEATS, ETC. 


CASE NO. 5969 (41 I. C. C., 396-399) 


INTERSTATE PACKING CO. VS. CHICAGO, MILWAU- 
KEE & ST. PAUL RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 
Submitted Jan. 14, 1916. Opinion No. 3935. 


Rates on fresh meats and packing-house products in carloads 
from Winona, Minn., to Chicago, Ill., and points taking the 
same rates, not found unreasonable. Complaint dismissed. 


Frank A. Larish for complainant; L. C. Mahoney for Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy R. R. Co.; J. G. Morrison for Chicago Great 
Western R. R. Co.; C. C. Wright, R. H. Widdicombe, R. B. 
Scott, K. F. Burgess, Garrard Winston, O. W. Dynes and J. N. 
Davis for defendants. z 


BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainant is a corporation engaged in the packing- 
house business at Winona, Minn. By complaint, filed July 
21, 1913,-it aHeges that the defendants’ rates on fresh 
meats and packing-house products from Winona to Chi- 
cago, Hl., and points taking the same rates are unjust and 
unreasonable. Reparation is asked and the establishment 
of reasonable rates for the future. No shipments are 
specifically mentioned. Rates are stated in cents per 100 
pounds. 

When the complaint was filed a commodity rate of 20 
cents applied on fresh meats and packing-house products, 
over defendants’ lines, from Winona to Chicago. In Hor- 
mel & Co. vs. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 26 LC. C., 112 (The 
Traffic World, Feb. 22, 1913, p. 481); 30 I. C. C., 98 (The 
Traffic World, May 9, 1914, p. 896), we prescribed a rate 
of 18 cents on fresh meats and a rate of 16 cents on 
packing-house products from Austin and South St. Paul, 
Minn., to Chicago. Subsequently, on July 1, 1914, equal 
rates were established by defendants from Winona. Wi- 
nona is 112 miles nearer Chicago than is South St. Paul, 
over the respective short lines, and complainant contends 
that the rates from Winona should be proportionately 
lower than the rates from South St. Paul; also that the 
resent Winona rates are unreasonable inherently and in 
comparison with rates between other points in the same 
general territory. 

Rate comparisons are in evidence, including the follow- 
ing: 


RATES ON FRESH MEATS. 


Earn- 

Per 100 ings per 

Distance, pounds, ton-mile, 

To Chicago from— miles cents. mills. 

Cedar Rapids, Iowa .............65. 219 13.5 12.33 

A EOE, . . cicon bce neues anes 272 16 11.76 

i Sere a rs 280 14.5 10.35 

I RS os 55. sp Wo ndgie a okea 288 18 12.5 

Marshalitown, Iowa .............-. 289 16 11.07 

pe SSO Ee re ee 350.4 18 10.27 

SD EN UERE oc vc co etericoee> 6, Ee 18 10.14 

i SD. ole c'nv gid as ¥4a¥e bb 400 18 
RATES ON PACKING-HOUSE PRODUCTS. 

Earn- 

Per 100 ings per 

Distance, pounds, ton-mile, 

To Chicago from— miles. cents. mills. 

Cedar Rapids, Iowa ......-..-s.00-% 219 13.5 12.33 

I TUNED: aks da vink sc pt cog oVe ve 272 16 11.76 

ES os ob ve cwec et beet ew 280 14.5 10.35 

I MR Hino oidln's 0 0 5.0 6 stgh # s'sina s 288 16 11.11 

Marshalltown, Iowa .............+.- 289 16 11.07 

MIS iitiar, 5 sigs dC k-HE pe hap) a 350.4 16 9.13 

Seeeeees “GE, TOWE oa ct ec case tclebes 355 16 9.01 
i wn ces sed o0cc chet pee 400 16 s 


The ton-mile earnings shown under the Winona rates 
in the above table, are based on the short-line distance 
of 286 miles, whereas the average distance of the five 
lines serving Winona, four of which are defendants herein, 
is 342 miles. 


The average ton-mile earnings at the rates 
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assailed, based on.this average distance, are: On fresh 
meats 10.5 mills, and on packing-house products 9.3 mills. 

A further reason advanced why lower rates should ap- 
ply from Winona is that defendants have grouped Winona 
and LaCrosse, Wis., as to Chicago and Central Freight. 
Association traffic and have established to and from these: 
points class as well as commodity rates which are lower 
than the corresponding rates to and from St. Paul and 
Minneapolis. For example, packing-house products are 
rated fifth class in Western Classification. The fifth class. 
rate from Winona and La Crosse to Chicago is 2 cents less 
than the St. Paul-Chicago fifth class rate, and complainant 
suggests that the same difference should obtain as to the 
rates in issue. Considerable evidence was adduced to 
show that the present rates are unduly prejudicial to 
Winona, but the sole issue presented is that of the reason- 
ableness of the rates. 


Defendants state that Winona has long been grouped 
with South St. Paul with respect to rates on fresh meats 
and packing-house products to Chicago and beyond, and 
that a blanket rate has applied from producing points in 
the same territory, including South St. Paul, Austin, Albert 
Lea, Minn., Eau Claire, Wis, La Crosse and Winona. They 
compare with favorable results the present rates from 
the Winona group to Chicago, with the rates on fresh 
meats and packing-house products from Waterloo and Ce- 
dar Rapids, Ia., and Kansas City, Mo., to St. Louis, Mo., 
and from Marshalltown, Ia., and Omaha, Neb., to Chicago. 
Winona is an important milling point and equal rates 
apply on wheat and coarse grain from Minneapolis, Minn., 
and Winona to Chicago and points- beyond. 


As previously stated, the rates assailed are equal to those 
prescribed in the Hormel case, supra, from Austin and 
South St. Paul to the same points, and later approved in . 
Decker & Sons vs. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 30 I. C. C., 547 
(The Traffic World, July to December, 1914, p. 10), which 
involved rates on the same commodities from Mason City 
to Chicago, 355 miles. *In Rath Packing Co. vs. I. C. R. R. 
Co., Docket No.. 6621, unreported, decided April 26, 1915, 
a rate of 16 cents on packing-house products from Water- 
loo, Ia., to Chicago, 272 miles, was found not to be un- 
reasonable. Traffic from St. Paul destined to Chicago or 
beyond may move through Waterloo or Winona. The 
latter points are approximately the same distance from 
Chicago. 

In Decker & Sons vs. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co., supra, we 
said, at page 549: 


A comparison of the rates in the above table with rates on 
fresh meat and packing-house products in other parts of the 
same general region shows that the rates from these points to 
Chicago are not excessive. This Commission, in Investigation 
of Alleged Unreasonable Rates on Meats, 22 I. C. C., 160, estab- 
lished a scale of rates for the transportation of fresh meats and 
packing-house products, inter alia, from the southwestern pack- 
ing houses to various markets east of the Mississippi River. 
While the rates from the Iowa and Minnesota points named in 
the above table vary from 13% cents for a haul of 219 miles to 
20 cents for a haul of 400 miles, the rates established by the 
Commission in the opinion just referred to vary from 26 cents 
and 31 cents for a 220-mile haul to 38 cents and 46 cents for a 
haul of 400 miles. It will be observed that the rates established 
by the Commission are about 100 per cent greater than the 
rates which complainant at*:cks as unreasonable per se in the 
case at bar. Even allowing for possible differences in economic 
and commercial conditions between these two regions, and 
recognizing the fact that rates in the southwest are prevail- 
ingly higher than those in the vicinity of Chicago, it would still 
seem that the comparison militates rather forcibly against 
complainant’s contention that the rates from Mason City to 
Chicago are unreasonable per se. 


The rates referred to in the above quotation are incor- 
porated in the table shown above, and what was said in 
the Decker & Sons case, supra, relative to the reasonable- 
ness of the rates there assailed applies with equal force 
in the instant case. 

Distance is not the sole criterion of the reasonableness 
of a rate. Group rates are made with reference to the av- 
erage distance from all points within the group, and in 
considering a blanket rate we must offset the rate from 
or to the nearer point against that from or to the more 
distant point. The same relationship which was shown 
in the Horinel case, supra, to exist between South St. 
Paul and Austin, also exists between those points and 
Winona; each draws the larger portion of its material 
from Minnesota on the state mileage scale of rates and 
ships most of its manufactured products to Chicago over 
the same route. Winona, furthermore, is nearer the Wis- 
consin producing points from\which the inbound rates are 
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less to Winona than to South St. raul. The conditions 
existing at Winona are not shown to be so essentially 
different from those existing at the other points mentioned 
as to justify us in disturbing the recent grouping. On 
the contrary, the reasons which prompted us to extend 
the Mason City basis of rates to Austin, and later to 
South St. Paul, exist here for refusing to disturb the 
present adjustment. It follows that the complaint must 
be dismissed, and an order will be entered accordingly. 

Defendants question our authority at hearings to reéall 
a witness for interrogation after the party introducing the 
witness had closed its case. The strict rule applicable in 
judicial proceedings is urged as proper in the conduct of 
our hearings. The Commission is not a judicial tribunal 
created to conduct trials of contests betwéen parties of 
record and is not restricted in its procedure by the tech- 
nical rules prevailing before such tribunals. Section 13 
of the Act to regulate commerce gives the Commission the 
power “to investigate matters complained of in such man- 
ner and by such means as it shall deem proper,” and 
section 17 of the act provides that “the. Commission may 
conduct its proceedings in such manner as will best con- 
duce * * * to the ends of justice.” It is not only 
proper but essential that undisclosed facts, necessary to 
the adjudication of the issues presented, whether inten- 
tionally withheld or unintentionally omitted, be impartially 
elicited by the presiding Commissioner or examiner. We 
are, therefore, of opinion that no error was committed in 
the course of the hearing herein with respect to the 
conduct of the proceedings. 


HARDWOOD LOGS 

The Commission has held jn No. 7459, J. V. Stimson 
Hardwood Lumber Company et al. vs. Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific Railway-Company, Opinion No. 3937, 41 I. C. C. 
403-5, that a rate of 4.5 cents on hardwood logs from Proc- 
tor, Edmondson and Hulbert, Ark., to Memphis was unrea- 
sonable because in excess of the four-cent rate prescribed 
by it in Vandenboom-Stimson Lumber Company vs. St. 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern. Reparation will be made 
when data have been furnished the Commission. 


STATE VS. INTERSTATE RATES 


CASE NO. 7541 (41 I. C. C., 406-408) 
CHATTANOOGA SEWER PIPE & FIRE BRICK CO. VS. 
SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 

Submitted May 15, 1915. Opinion No. 7541. 


1. North Carolina Rates Discriminate Against Chattanooga.— 
Rates on sewer pipe in carloads from Chattanooga, Tenn., 
to destinations in North Carolina found to subject complain- 
ant, its traffic, and the city of CHattanooga to undue preju- 
dice and disadvantage in comparison with competitors ship- 
ping between points in North Carolina on intrastate rates 


prescribed by the state. f 
2. Further Hearing Needed.—Further hearing ordered to deter- 
mine what would be reasonable interstate rates. 


B. R. Shepherd for complainant; R. Walton Moore, Edward H. 
Hart and Willis H. Fowle for Southern Ry. Co., Seaboard Air 
Line Ry. and other carriers. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 


Complainant is a corporation engaged in the manufac- 
ture of sewer pipe and other clay products at Chattanooga, 
Tenn. By complaint, filed Dec. 4, 1914, it alleges that de- 
fendants’ rates for the transportation of sewer pipe from 
Chattanooga to the North Carolina points named in Hin- 
ton’s tariff I. C. C. No. A-58 are unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory, and unduly prejudicial as compared with 
the rates maintained by defendants on the same com- 
modity for like distances between .points in North Caro- 
lina, Reasonable rates are asked. The real ground of 
complaint is the much lower basis of rates maintained by 
defendants between points in North Carolina. 

Complainant is in keen competition for North Carolina 
business. with a manufacturer of sewer pipe located at 
Terra Cotta, N. C., on the Southern Railway. The rates 
on sewer pipe from Terra Cotta to North Carolina points 
on defendants’ lines are the Class P mileage scale rates 
established by the state of North Carolina. These rates 
are much lower than the rates for like distances from 
Chattanooga to North Carolina points. Ivy Bridge, N. C., 
for example, is 220 miles from Chattanooga and 214 miles 
from Terra Cotta. The one-line haul rates are 14 cents 
per 100 pounds from Chattanooga and 8.8 cents from Terra 
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Cotta. The joint line rate from Chattanooga to Huntdale, 
N. C., 250 miles, is 18.5 cents; the joint line rate from 
Terra Cotta, 216 miles, 9.8 cents. On the basis of the 
North Carolina scale the rate to Huntdale from Chattanooga 
would be 10.2 cents per 100 pounds. An average carload 
of sewer pipe weighs 25,600 pounds and is worth approxi- 
mately $95.\ Complainant states that it is unable to dis- 
pose of its product in North Carolina at a profit in com- 
petition with the producer at Terra Cotta because of the 
scale of rates applicable locally within the state of North 
Carolina. It is immaterial to complainant, however, 
whether the uniformity of rates sought is brought about 
by increases in the North Carolina state rates or by reduc- 
tions in the rates from Chattanooga. 

Defendants concede that, from a transportation stand- 
point, the rates on sewer pipe from Chattanooga to North 
Carolina points should not be higher than the rates be- 
tween points on their line in North Carolina for equal dis- 
tances; that the advantage, if any, is with the transporta- 
tion from Chattanooga... They insist, however that the 
rates from Chattanooga are just and reasonable and that 
the North Carolina intrastate rates are abnormally low. 
Numerous rate comparisons are made which tend to sup- 
port these contentions. 

The discrimination practiced is blamed on the state of 
North Carolina, which established the present rates on 
sewer pipe between points in the state by legislative 
enactment. In October, 1913, the general assembly of 
North Carolina adopted an act by which a schedule of 
rates was prescribed for the transportation of traffic be- 
tween points in that state. The governor of the state was 
empowered to appoint a special commission to review the 
rates established and to recommend such changes as the 
commission thought necessary in order to place the rates 
on the proper level. A commission was appointed and 
after investigation suggested changes which were adopted. 
The revised rates were approved by the governor, who 
proclaimed them, effective Oct.,.13, 1914. Defendants pub- 
lished the rates proclaimed, which are still in effect, under 
protest directed in writing to the governor of North Caro- 
lina and to this Commission. 

The present state rates for short distances are slightly 
higher in a few instances than the rates in effect prior 
to Oct. 13, 1914, but in general the present rates represent 
material reductions. The rates prior to Oct. 13, 1914, 
appear to have been considerably higher for equal dis- 
tances than the rates from Chattanooga to North Carolina 
destinations. Defendants insist that even the earlier rates 
were too low. 


The question presented is not novel. We held in Rail- 
road Commission of La. vs. St. L. S. W. Ry. Co., 23 I. ©. C., 
31 (The Traffic World, March 30, 1912, p. 599), that inter- 
state carriers applying lower rates to state traffic than 
they contemporaneously apply to interstate traffic under 
like conditions unjustly discriminate against interstate 
traffic even though the lower state rates are compelled by 
the state in the exercise of its lawful powers. Our find- 
ings in Royster Guano Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co., 38 I. C. C., 
190 (The Traffic World, March 18, 1916, p. 579), which 
named rates on commercial fertilizer from Norfolk, Va., 
to North Carolina points, were to the same effect. 


We find, following the cases cited, that the relationship 
existing between defendants’ rates on sewer pipe from 
Chattanooga to the North Carolina points involved and 
the state-compelled rates contemporaneously applicable 
on the same commodity for like distances between points 
in North Carolina subjects complainant and its traffic and 
the city of Chattanooga to undue prejudice and disadvan- 
tage, and accords shippers between points in North Caro- 
lina and their traffic, and especially Terra Cotta, N. C., 
an undue preference and advantage. However, it is de- 
sirable to ascertain what rates would be reasonable for 
the transportation of sewer pipe in carloads from Chatta- 
nooga to the destinations in question before entering an 
order in this case. As the present record affords no basis 
for a finding as to the reasonableness of the rates, a fur- 
ther hearing will be ordered on that question. 

By the Commission. 


REPARATION ON ICE 


An award of reparation has been made in No. 7641, 
Atlantic Ice and Coal Corporation vs. Cincinnati, New 
Orleans & Texas Pacific, opinion No. 3939, 41 I. C. C., 
409-10, on ice shipped from Chattanooga to Cincinnati _on 
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a rate of 20 cents. The Commission held that rate to 


be unreasonable to the extent of a subsequently estab- © 


lished rate of 12.5 cents, down to which rate reparation 
is to be made. 


DISCRIMINATION IN SWITCHING 


In No. 7653, Union Lumber Co. vs. Gulf, Colorado & 
Santa Fe, opinion No. 3940, 41 I. C. C., 411-13, on rehear- 
ing, the Commission held that the defendant’s practice 
of switching cars over the private tracks for the saw- 
mills of the Union company’s competitor at Silsbee, Tex., 
while refusing to perform an equivalent service for the 
complainant at Milvid, Tex., resulted in undue disadvan- 
tage to the complainant. The order requires the removal 
of the discrimination on or before January 1. Reparation 
was denied on the ground that there had been no. proof 
of damage. 


RATES ON THIN LUMBER, ETC. 


CASE NO. 7794 (41 I. C. C. 414-418) 
AUGUSTA VENEER COMPANY VS. SOUTHERN 
RAILWAY COMPANY ET AL. 


Submitted June 16, 1915. Opinion No. 3941. 


Upon complaint that the rates charged by defendants for the 
transportation of veneering or thin native wood lumber 
from Augusta, Ga., to eastern and western destinations, 
were in excess of the rates legally applicable and unrea- 
sonable; Held, That the specific commodity rates published 
to apply on thin lumber were legally applicable, and that 
such rates are not shown to have been or to be unreason- 
able. Complaint dismissed. 





Warren S. Watts and M. Maxwell Caskie for complainant. 
R, Walton Moore and Willis H. Fowle for Southern Railway 
Company and other defendants. 


By the COMMISSION: 

Complainant is a corporation engaged in the manufac- 
ture of thin lumber and cross-banding at North Augusta, 
Ss. C. By complaint, filed March 3, 1915, it alleges that the 
rates charged by defendants on certain carload shipments 


of thin lumber and cross-banding from Augusta, Ga., to — 


various eastern and western destinations were unreason- 
able and in excess of the rates legally applicable, in viola- 
tion of sections 1 and 6 of the act. Reparation is asked 
and the establishment of reasonable rates for the future. 
The controversy was first brought to our attention Febru- 
ary 11, 1915. 

Complainant is located at North Augusta on the line 
of the Southern Railway, within the switching limits of 
Augusta. All of the shipments were billed from Augusta 


and moved to Boston, Mass., New York, N. Y., Philadelphia, 


Pa., to interior New England and eastern points, to Ohio 
River and Mississippi River crossings, and to certain 
points in Central Freight Association territory. Complain- 
ant does not make veneers of ornamental woods or woods 
of valwe. It manufactures thin lumber and cross-banding 
from native woods, to which .the commodity rates on com- 
mon lumber.apply. Its thin lumber does not exceed three- 
eighths of an inch in thickness, and its cross-banding is not 
less than one thirty-second of an inch in thickness. Com- 
plainant’s thin lumber and cross-banding are all shipped in 
crates or bundles. The thin lumber is used for drawer bot- 
toms, sides and backs in the manufacture of furniture; 
the cross-banding for the backing of small picture frames 
and to oppose the tendency of veneer to warp. Some of 
complainant’s thin lumber has been used for box shooks 
and for fruit baskets, etc., but 90 per cent of the output 
is used in the manufacture of furniture. The proper appli- 
cation of the words “veneer,” “thin lumber,” and “cross- 
banding” is not clear. All veneers appear to be thin lum- 
ber, which is the generic term. Cross-banding seems to be 
a veneer that is not ornamental. The following illustration 
was given by complainant’s witness: 


A single piece of board is liable to warp, and to overcome 
this and also to economize in the use of woods of value a core 
is built up of strips of thin lumber glued together with the 
grains crossed so that their ‘separate tendencies to warp wili 
be counterbalanced. Sheets of mahogany, rosewood, walnut or 
other ornamental woods are glued to one side of the core, and 
to keep these sheets of fine wood from warping sheets of cross- 
banding made of common wood are giued to the opposite side 
of the core. The decorative wood products and cross-banding 
are both veneers, but ordinarily only the ornamental product is 
called veneer. 
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Complainant contends that all lumber one-eighth of an 
inch or over in thickness, made of common native woods, 
should move at the commodity rates applicable to common 
lumber; that any greater charges are overcharges; that 
commodity rates on such thin lumber higher than the 
commodity rates on common lumber are unreasonable; 
and that the rates on thin lumber and cross-banding less 
than one-eighth of an inch thick should not.exceed the 
rates on common lumber by more than 3 cents per 100 
pounds. 

Complainant established its plant, for the production of 
thin lumber and cross-banding at Augusta some time in 
the year 1910 or early in 1911. Inquiry was made before 
Augusta was selected concerning the rates on veneers 
and thin lumber from Augusta to eastern-and to western 
destinations and the carriers were requested to establish 
rates on these products from Augusta to eastern points “in 
line with the rates that prevail from Johnson City and 
Knoxville, Tenn.” Rates 2 cents lower than the rates 
from Knoxville were asked, which would have been pre- 
cisely the same as the rates from Johnson City. Lumber 
one-eighth of an inch or over in thickness took the com- 
modity rates applicable to lumber, which required a mini- 
mum carload weight of 34,000 pounds. Veneering less than 
one-eighth of an inch in thickness, manufactured of pine, 


_ poplar, basswood, gum, oak, and the like, moved under the 


southern classification at sixth-class rates, minimum 24,000 
pounds. The Johnson City rates were not accorded, but 
effective April 5, 1911, commodity rates from Augusta were 
established on thin lumber to Boston, New York, Phila- 
delphia and: Baltimore the same as rates from Knoxville. 
All rates are stated in cents per 100 pounds, The following 
table is illustrative: 


To 
To To Phila- To 
Bos- New del- Balti- 


Thin lumber.from Augusta, Ga. ton. York. phia. more. 
One-eighth inch or over: 
April 4, 1911: 
Common lumber, minimum 34,000 Ibs.36.0 32.0 26.0 25.0 
April 5, 1911: . 
Specific rate, minimum 24,000 Ibs....35.5 32.5 28.5 223 
Under one-eighth inch in thickness: 
April 4, 1911: 
Sixth class, minimum 24,000 Ibs...... 42.0 42.0 42.0 39.0 
April 5, 1911: 
Specific rate, minimum 24,000 Ibs....40.5 37.5 33.5 29.5 


The all-rail distances to these points are 27 miles greater 
from Augusta than from Knoxville and 133 miles greater 
from Augusta than from Johnson City. 


In the publication by defendants of the commodity rates 
effective April 5, 1911, the following language was used: 

Lumber and veneering, viz., in cents per 100 pounds: 

-Thin lumber (native woods) unfinished, to be used in the 
manufacture of furniture for drawer bottoms, sides and backs, 
% inch or over in thickness, in bundles or crates, c. 1. min. 
24,000 Ibs. 

Cross- banding and filling (made of native wood), (not figured 
veneer), unfinished, under % inch in thickness, in bundles or 
crates, c. 1. min. 24,000 Ibs. 


In September, 1912, these descriptions were slightly 
changed, the words “such as used” being substituted for 
the words “to be used.” It will be noted that under these 
descriptions there is no restriction of dimensions except as 
to thickness and that for thin lumber over one-eighth inch 
in thickness, no provision is made for maximum thickness. 
The description of common lumber in defendants’ com- 
modity tariffs also places no limitation of dimensions, and 
complainant contends that thin lumber one-eighth inch or 
over in thickness was and is included thereunder. Whether 
or not such commodity tariffs on common lumber would 
apply in the absence of specific appropriately designated 
commodity rates on thin lumber, the fact remains that 
here the defendants did establish commodity rates under a 
particular description or generic term which has been and 
is now generally understood both commercially and for 
transportation purposes to apply to an article separate and 
distinct from ordinary lumber. Further, the specific pro- 
vision is made for shipment in crates or bundles. The com- 
modity description published to take effect April 5, 1911, 
was faulty in that it failed to prescribe a maximum thick- 
ness, a defect which should be promptly remedied by plain 
indication in the tariff of. the maximum as well as the 
minimum thickness of lumber to which the specific rates 
are to be applied. This defect, however, did not and does 
not invalidate such commodity items, and it is our opinion 
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November 4, 1916 as 


that the rates legally applicable on complainant’s ship- 
ments of thin lumber one-eighth inch or over in thickness, 
in crates or bundles, were and are the specific commodity 
rates on thin lumber. : 


Cross-banding and filling, made of native woods, not 
figured veneer, unfinished, under one-eighth of an inch in 
thickness, in bundles or crates, minimum weight 24,000 
pounds, also moved at sixth-class rates prior to April 5, 
1911, the southern classification applying and not any com- 
modity tariffs. .The specific rates established April 5, 1911, 
applied to these articles and effected material reductions 
in the rates. The rates from Knoxville and Augusta have 
remained the same up to the present time. The rates on 
common lumber from Knoxville to points on the eastern 
seaboard have remained the same for more than five years, 
but the rates on common lumber from Augusta to these 
points have been materially reduced since the rates on 
thin lumber were established. Complainant contends that 
an improper differential relationship is maintained be- 
tween the rates on thin lumber and the present rates on 
common lumber from Augusta to eastern points. It is 
unnecessary, however, to discuss this contention, as the 
rates on thin lumber from Augusta were and are the same 
to eastern points as the: rates from Knoxville, and, as 
stated by defendants, there is and has been no fixed rela- 
tionship between the rates on these commodities from 
Augusta. 


Complainant asserts that little value is added to the 
common lumber which it saws into thin lumber and cross- 
banding, but the evidence is the other way. The thin 
lumber must be packed flat in bundles to prevent warping 
or other injury and can only be shipped in equipment that 
will keep out rain. Transference en route tends to damage 
it. One carload transferred en route was damaged and 
paid for by the carriers to the extent of $1,279. Moreover, 
there appears to be no competition between the commodi- 
ties in controversy and common lumber. 


The carriers publish water-and-rail rates from Augusta to 
the eastern points named 5 cents lower than the aill-rail 
rates attacked, but the water-and-rail rates are not ques- 
tioned and the record fails to show what the movement is 
by the water-and-rail routes. 


No changes were made in the rates applicable from 
Augusta to Ohio River and Mississippi River crossings 
when complainant entered Augusta, until April 1, 1912. 
Prior to that date all thin lumber one-eighth of an inch 
or over in thickness took the commodity rates applicable 
from Augusta to the river crossings on common lumber. 
Lumber less than one-eighth and more than one-sixteenth 
of an inch in thickness took sixth-class rates to the river 
crossings and the rates applicable on common lumber be- 
yond. Lumber one-sixteenth of an inch in thickness or less 
moved to points beyond the Ohio River at combinations 
of the sixth-class rates applicable to and from the river, 
the southern classification governing such shipments. Class 
rates governed by western classification applied to Fond 
du Lac, beyond Chicago. The following table illustrates 
the changes made April 1, 1912: 

To To 
To St. Cin- Fond To 
Thin lumber from Louis, cin- du Lac, Elgin, 
Augusta, Ga. Mo. nati, O. Wis. Ill. 
One-eighth inch or over: 

March 31, 1912: 

Common lumber, min. 34,000 Ibs....22 22 32 25 

April 1; 1912: 

Specific rate, min. 24,000 Ibs........ 32 22 *39 *32 
Under %-inch in thickness: 
March 31, 1912: 
Sixth class, min. 24,009 lIbs.........56 46 
April 1, 1912: 
Specific rate, min. 24,000 lbs........ 37 27 
Under % inch and over yy inch: 

ie ee ee Pe : 7 6 

April 1, 1912 ; ne 
One-sixteenth inch or less: 

Digeee TEE ES Socks ce ticaeerehccnoie : 

Mage Bia BOBS os craig make Fai cae Ube ede 7 

er ee, : 139 

A Ee NEES so Vol o> hoon c cots Op habe bees : 139 


To To To To Cairo, Ill. 
Chi- South Bur- Pro- 
cago, Bend, ling- Prop- por- 
Ind. ton, Ia. er. tional. 
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Thin lumber from 
Augusta, Ga. Til. 
On: -eighth inch or over: 
March 31, 1912: 


Common lumber, min, 34,000 lbs. 25 25 25 19 15 
April 1, 1912: 
Specific rate, min. 24,000 Ibs....*32 *32 *32 22 
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Under % inch in thickness: 
March 31, 1912: 





Sixth class, min. 24,000 Ibs...... .. fr rae 46 
April 1, 1912: 
Specific rate, min. 24,000 Ibs.... .. ay as 27 
Under % inch and over yy inch: 
PEarehh: Sh, WARK Fie aed 0S snes we 56 56 56 
AG 4° BOE. . <:9:\'o ds0-4aie eet he 37 37 37 
One-sixteenth inch of less: 
MEOPOU. EE, SOLS «0b es VIS oe ee ae §58 §58 §60 
Bat: ag TORS. is HN ae ee res 139 39 41 
*Combination rate, 22 cents to river and lumber rate beyond. 
TOak, gum, poplar, basswood, birch, elm and maple. Southern 
and western classifications. 


tPine. Southern and western classifications. 

§Combination of sixth classes. Southern classification. 

{Combination rate, 27 cents to river and sixth class beyond. 
Southern classification. . 


As heretofore stated with respect to shipments to east- 
ern destinations complainant’s shipments to western desti- 
nations embraced within the description of thin lumber 
one-eighth inch or over in thickness in crates or bundles 
are and have been since the establishment of specific com- 
modity rates on thin lumber subject to such rates. On 
shipments less than one-eighth inch in thickness such spe- 
cific commodity rates of course were and are applicable 
likewise. It does not appear that any lumber less than 
one-eighth inch thick has ever moved from Augusta to 
Fond du Lac, but the attention of the carriers is directed 
to the rates to that point applicable on lumber one- 
sixteenth inch or less in thickness and they will be ex- 
pected to correct the apparent discrepancies. The mini- 
mum weight in connection with common lumber rates was 
34,000 pounds and in most instances charges on a minimum 
carload at the common lumber rate would have exceeded 
the charges on a minimum carload of 24,000 pounds at the 
specific commodity thin lumber rate. 

We find that the rates charged on complainant’s ship- 
ments to the various eastern and western destinations 
named by complainant were those legally applicable and 
that such rates are not shown to have been or to be 
unreasonable. The complaint will be dismissed. 


RATES ON EXCELSIOR 


CASE NO. 7817* (41 I. C. C., 419-421) 
OSHKOSH EXCELSIOR MANUFACTURING CO. VS. 
CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE -& ST. PAUL RAILWAY CO. 
ET Al. 
Submitted Jan. 5, 1916. Opinion No. 3942. 

1. Excelsior Rates Not Unreasonable.—Rates on excelsior in 
earloads from Oshkosh and Menasha, Wis., to Kansas City 
and Leavenworth, Kan., and Peoria, Ill., and from Oshkosh 
to Des Moines, Iowa, and St. Louis, Mo., not shown to be 
unreasonable. 

2. Charges of Discrimination Sustained.—Rates on excelsior in 
carloads from Oshkosh to St. Louis and from Oshkosh and 
Menasha to Peoria found to be unduly prejudicial as com- 
pared with the rates from St. Paul, Minn. 

F. M. Elkington and §. J. Bolton for complainants; W. E. 
Prendergast and R. W. Fyfe for Western Classification commit- 
tee; R. H. Widdicombe and A. F. Cleveland for Chicago & 
Northwestern Ry. Co.; A. H. Lossow and E. G. Clark for Min- 
neapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Ry. Co.; R. C. Sanders 
for Chicago, Milwaukee & St, Paul Ry. Co. 








*The proceeding also embraces complaint in No. 7817 (Sub. 
No. 1), Same vs. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Ry. Co. et al. 
BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainant is a corporation engaged in manufacturing 
excelsior, with its principal place of business at Oshkosh, 
Wis. By complaints, filed March 6 and March 8, 1915, it 
alleges that defendants’ rates on excelsior in carloads 
from Oshkosh and Menasha, Wis., to Kansas City and 
Leavenworth, Kan., and Peoria, Ill., and from Oshkosh to 
Des Moines, Ia., and St. Louis, Mo., are unreasonable and 
unduly prejudicial. Reparation is asked on numerous ship- 
ments alleged to have moved to Kansas City, Leavenworth, 
Peoria and Des Moines within the statutory period. . 

Menasha is just north of Oshkosh. The rates on ex- 
celsior from the two points are the same and reference 
to the rates from Oshkosh will include those from Mena- 
sha. Kansas City and Leavenworth take the same rates 
from both points and reference to the rates to Kansas 
City will include those to Leavenworth. All rates are 
stated in cents per 100 pounds. 


Western Classification rates excelsior in carloads mini- 
mum 20,000 pounds, class C, and the rates assailed are 
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the class C rates of 22 cents to Kansas City, 18 cents to 
St. Louis, 17 cents to Des Moines, and 16 cents to Peoria. 
Complainant asks rates of 17% cents to Kansas City, 
16 cents to St. Louis, 15% cents to Des Moines, and 12 
cents to Peoria: With the exception of the rate to Peoria, 
the rates asked are the same as commogity rates applica- 
ble from St. Paul to the same points when the complaint 
was filed, upon which rates the allegation of undue preju- 
dice is based. The corresponding class C rates from St. 
Paul are: 23 cents to Kansas City, 18 cents to St. Louis, 
and 17 cents to Des Moines and Peoria. 


Formerly all carload rates on excelsior in this territory 
were on the class C basis. Commodity rates now apply 
between a number of points, some of which are 5% cents 
_ less than the corresponding class C rates. As a result 
of our order in Keogh vs. C., B. & Q. R. R. Co., 24 I. C. C., 
606 (The Traffic World, Aug. 3, 1912, p. 223), the rates 
on excelsior from St. Paul to Chicago, St. Louis, Kansas 
City and Omaha were reduced by defendants to the level 
of the rates on tow. Subsequently the several carriers 
interetsed sought to establish substantially the class C 
basis on excelsior and to increase the rates on tow to 
the level of the proposed rates on excelsior. The rates 
thus proposed were considered in Rates on Excelsior and 
Flax Tow from St. Paul, Minn., 26 I. C. C., 689, and the 
commodity rates shown as being in effect from St. Paul 
when the complaint herein was filed were allowed. The 
general situation was extensively reviewed on rehearing 
in Excelsior from St. Paul, Minn., 36 I. C. C., 349 (The 
Traffic World, Nov. 27, 1915, p. 1094}, which was decided 
a few days before the hearing herein. The carriers were 
permitted to establish rates on excelsior and flax tow 
from Dubuque, Ia., to Missouri River cities, Omaha to 
Kansas City, inclusive, upon the class C basis, together 
with rates of 20 cents from St. Paul to the same destina- 
tions, which rates were from 2 cents to 3 cents below 
the corresponding class C rates. The record was rot 
sufficiently developed as to the proposed increase in the 
St. Paul-Des Moines rate from 15% cents to 17 cents, 
the class C rate, and the increase in that rate was not 
permitted. The rates authorized from St. Paul to the 
Missouri River cities were those sought to be made effect- 
ive by the carriers. The carriers did not seek to estab- 
lish the full class C rates from St. Paul to Missouri River 
cities because of our order in the Keogh case, supra, and 
because the rates of many of the carriers on flax tow 
published in the same tariffs were on a lower basis. 

Defendants indicate their desire now to place all their 
rates on excelsior on the class C basis. Excelsior loads 
about the same as hay and straw, but is somewhat more 
valuable. In the 1915 Western Rate Advance case, 35 
I. C. C., 497 (The Traffic World, Aug. 14, 1915, p. 320), 
we approved increases in the rates on hay and straw 
to the class C basis. Oshkosh is 531 miles from Kansas 
City and 376 miles from Des Moines, while St., Paul is 
482 miles from Kansas City and 258 miles from Des 
Moines. Defendants point out that class C rates apply 
on excelsior from Green Bay, Marinette and Wausau, Wis., 
which compete with Oshkosh, to all of the destinations 
in issue. Complainant, on the other hand, cites rates of 
13% cents on excelsior from St. Paul to Chicago, 398 
miles, and 10 cents from Oshkosh to Chicago. Oshkosh 
generally is grouped with St. Paul on traffic to St. Louis, 
although the haul from Oshkosh is shorter than the haul 
from St. Paul. At one time the Oshkosh-St. Louis rate 
on excelsior also applied from St. Paul. The St. Paul-St. 
Louis rate on excelsior was not in issue in Excelsior Rates 
from St. Paul, Minn., supra. Complainant has lost some 
business at the destinations involved by reason of the al- 
leged preferential rates applicable from St. Paul, but 
nothing more definite: is shown. 

Peoria i8 232 miles from Oshkosh and 425 miles from 
St. Paul. The 12-cent rate asked from Oshkosh is 1% 
cents less than the commodity rate from St. Paul. Com- 
plainant cites rates of 12% cents from Wausau to Dixon, 
Ill., and from Merrill, Wis., to Rock Falls, Ill., applicable 
over routes involving two-line hauls which are slightly 
longer than the haul from Oshkosh to Peoria, which is 
a one-line haul. The same rate applies, however, from 
Wausau to Dixon over a single line. The carriers argue 
that the St. Paul-Chicago rate is unduly low and de- 
pressed by water competition. The rates on hay and 
straw, as described, are emphasized. The car-mile reve- 
nues under the present rates and short-line mileages range 








Vol. XVIII, Ne. 19 





from 13 4-5 cents at Peoria to 8.1 cents at Leavenworth. 
We find that the rates assailed are not shown to be un- 
reasonable and that the rates to Kansas City, Leavenworth 
and Des Moines are not shown to be unduly prejudicial, 
but that the rate from Oshkosh to St. Louis is and for 
the future will be unduly prejudicial to Oshkosh to the 
extent that it exceeds or may exceed the rate contempo- 
raneously maintained from St. Paul to St. Louis, and that 
the rates from Oshkosh and Menasha to Peoria are and 
for the future will be unduly prejudicial to Oshkosh and 
Menasha to the extent that they exceed, or may exceed, 
rates at least 1 cent per 100 pounds lower than the rates 
contemporaneously maintained from St. Paul to Peoria. 
There is no proof of damage to complainant on account of 
the undue prejudice, so that no reparation can be awarded. 
Appropriate orders will be entered. 


SHINGLE CASE DISMISSED 


The Commission has dismissed No. 7885, E. EB. Case, 
receiver, Red Cedar Shingle Manufacturers’ Association 
vs. C., B. & Q. et al., Opinion No. 3943, 41 I. C. C., 422-4. 
The Commission held that the carriers’ rule providing 
that no change in destination on route involving a back 
haul would be made on terms other than the application 
of the local rates to and from the point at which the 
change was made had not been shown to be unreasonable 
as applied to a carload of shingles shipped from South 
Bellingham, Wash., to Mexico, Mo., and reconsigned to 
Knoxville, Tenn. 


RATE ON CROSS TIES 


Reparation has been awarded in No. 7922, Powell-Myers 
Lumber Company vs. B. & O. S. W. et al., Opinion No. 
3944, 41 I. C. C., 425-6, the Commission holding that a rate 
of 19 cents on oak crossties from Mill Shoals, Endfield and 
Fairfield, Ill., to Minnesota Transfer was unreasonable to 
the extent of 1 cent per 100 pounds. The latter was the 
rate on oak lumber in force at the time. -The Commission 
many times had held that the rate on crossties should.not 
exceed the lumber rate. 


REPARATION AWARDED 


An award of reparation has been made in No. 7935, 
Baer Bros. Mercantile Co. vs. Petaluma & Santa Rosa 
et al.» opinion No. 3945, 41 I. C. C., 427-8, on account of 
empty wooden wine barrels return from Salt Lake City 
to San Francisco and Petaluma. A fourth class rate was 
exacted. The Commission held that to be unreasonable 
to. the extent that it exceeded one-half the fourth class 
rate. An order reducing the rate to one-half sourth class 
on or before December 15 was sores, 


REPARATION ON MILL FEED 


In No. 7986, Northwestern Consolidated Milling Company 
et al. vs. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific et al., Opinion No. 


3946, 41 I. C. C. 429-30, the Commission has awarded rep- 
aration because the rates charged on mill feed from Min- 


neapolis to points on the Rock Island in Illinois and Iowa, 
during July 1, 1910, and November 16 of the same year, 
were unreasonable. 
cation which the carriers did not seek to defend. They 


sought to cancel proportional rates, but made no substitu- 


tion for them. They admitted that it would be unreason- 
able to apply the local rates to the shipments. 


RATES ON LOGS 


The Commission has dismissed No. 8015, Roanoke Rail- 
road & Lumber Co. et al. vs. Norfolk Southern, opinion 
No. 5v47, 41 I. C. C., 431-3, holding rates on logs from 
Gregory and other North Carolina points to Norfolk, Va., 
were neither unreasonable nor unjustly discriminatory. 


BALTIMORE LIVE STOCK DELIVERY 


An order of dismissal has been entered in No. 811), 
H: E. Kriel vs. B. & O., opinion No. 3948, 41 I. C. C.,, 
434-435, the Commission holding it was not unreasonabie 








The claim arose from a tariff compli- 
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or unduly prejudicial for the carrier to refuse delivery of 
live stock in Baltimore on team tracks adjacent to the 
complainant’s packing house. The refusal of the railroad 
company to deliver hogs on the team tracks near the 
abattoir involves a driving of the hogs through the streets 
of Baltimore for.a distance of three and one-fifth miles. 


DIVERSION OF LUMBER 


In No. 8128, Knudson & Mercer Lumber Company vs. 
Louisville & Nashville et al., Opinion No. 3949, 41-I. C. C. 
436-7, the Commission has held the Louisville & Nashville 
should have allowed diversion on a carload of lumber 
shipped from Prentice, Ala., to Mounds, IIll., and diverted 
at Nashville to Gary, Ind., at a charge of $5 for the diver- 
sion, in addition to the through rate from Prentice to Gary. 
Reparation has been ordered for the difference between 
the in and out rates and the through rate plus the $5 
charge. 


REPARATION AWARDED 


An award of reparation has been made in No. 8133, Colo- 
rado Poftland Cement Co. vs. C., M. & St. P. et al., opin- 
ion No. 3950, 41 I. C. C., 438-9, on the finding that imposi- 
tion of the second class rate on an L. C. L. shipment of 
a cast-iron top shell and one shaft for a stone crusher 
from West Alls, Wis., to Portland, Ore., was in excess 
of the rate legally applicable. 


SWITCHING ALLOWANCE 


It was not unlawful for the Yazoo & Mississippi Valley 
to refuse to switch cars for the Lamb-Fish Lumber Com- 
pany at Charleston, Miss., as alleged in that company’s 
complaint, No. 8212, against the Yazoo & Mississippi Val- 
ley, disposed of in opinion No. 3951, 41 I. C. C., 440-1; 
nor was it unlawful for the company to refuse an allow- 
ance for switching which the company did for itself. 


ILLEGAL RATE 


On an agreed statement of facts in No. 8218, Transcon- 
tinental Freight Company vs. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
et al., Opinion No. 3952, 41 I. C. C. 442-3, the Commission 
has awarded reparation on account of an illegal rate im- 
posed on machinery and machines from Chicago to Salt 
Lake City. Charges were collected on the basis of the less- 
than-carload rate on the articles included in the carloads, 
the freight bill on the machines amounting to $815.01 and 
on the advertising matter $2.45. The question at issue was 
as to the application of a Countiss and.a Poteet tariff. 
The award of reparation amounted to $325.82. 


CHARGES ON LUMBER 


The Commission has dismissed No. 8223, Fullerton- 
Powell Hardwood Lumber Co. vs. C. & E. I. et al., opinion 
No. 3953, 41 I. C. C., 444-5, holding that charges on two 
carloads of lumber from Evansville to Chicago and re- 
consigned to Detroit had not been shown to be unreason- 
able. 


REPARATION CASES 


An award of reparation has been made in No. 3257, 
Obear-Nester Glass Company vs. Missouri Pacific et al., 
and a denial of reparation made in No. 8227, Sub. No. 1, 
same complainant against the same respondent, Opinion 
No. 3954, 41 I. C. C. 446-7. Reparation was made on a 
shipment of empty glass bottles from Kansas City to 
Coffeyville. Reparation was denied on a shipment from 
Kansas City to Des Moines, Ia. The shipper routed the 
Des Moines shipment via the C. & N. W. on his supposi- 
tion that the same rate applied over that route as applied 
over others, his impression being based on a misquotation 
from the agent of the Missouri Pacific. The Commission 
had to reiterate its repeated holding that the misquota- 
tion of a rate by a carrier’s agent is not a sufficient base 
for an order of reparation. Reparation was awarded in the 
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Coffeyville shipment because there was a commodity rate 
of 20 cents at the time the fifth-class rate was charged. 


BASEBALL BATS 


Reparation has been awarded in No. 8261, J. F. Hillerich 
& Son Co. vs. Illinois Central et al., opinion No. 3955, 
41 I. C. C., 448-50, the Commission holding a minimum 
of 36,000 on three carloads of baseball bats from Louis- 
ville to Dallas and Fort Worth was unreasonable, because 
in excess of 30,000 pounds, which minimum is now in 
effect. 


FIRE HYDRANTS OR PLUGS 


In 8268, Iowa Valve Co. vs. C., B. & Q. et al., opinion 
No. 3856, 41 I. C. C., 451-2, the Commission has decided 
that rates on fire hydrants or plugs in carloads from 
Osceola to Kansas City and New Duluth, Minn., were 
unreasonable because higher than rates on iron body 
valves and water gates. The rate on hydrants must 
be made the same as on water gates or body valves on 
or before January 1. 


COAL TO SPRINGFIELD, TENN. 


The Commission has dismissed No. 8273, City of Spring- 
field, Tenn., et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. Company, Opinion No. 
3957, 41 I. C. C. 453-4, holding the rate on coal from mines 
in western Kentucky on the L. & N. to Springfield had not 
been shown to be unreasonable or unjustly discriminatory. 


FIRE BRICK REPARATION 


Reparation has been ordered in No. 8287, Robinson Clay 
Product Company vs. Pennsylvania Company et al., 
Opinion No. 3958, 41 I. C. C. 455-6, because the rate on a 
carload of fire brick from Parral, O., to Clayton, N. C., for 
the part of the haul from Richmond, Va., to Clayton was 
higher than the charge on ordinary brick. 


RATE ON FIRE BRICK 


CASE NO. 8222 (41 I. C. C., 457-459) 
WALSH & WEIDNER BOILER CO. VS. CINCINNATI, 
HAMILTON & DAYTON RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 





PORTION OF FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION: NO. 
2061. 


Submitted Dec. 9, 1915. Opinion No. 3959. 


1. Rate charged by defendants for the transportation of a car- 
load of fire brick from Rempel, Ohio, to Laurel, Miss., found 
to have been illegal and unreasonable. Reparation awarded. 

2. Application for authority to continue to charge rates on fire 

. brick from Rempel, Ohio, to New Orleans, La., lower than 
the rates contemporaneously charged to Laurel, Miss., and 
other intermediate points, granted, provided the rates to 
the intermediate points do not exceed the lowest combina- 
tion of rates on New Orleans, La., or other gulf’ ports. 





O. L. Bunn for complainant; Edward H. Hart for Cincinnati 
New Orleans & Texas Pacific Ry. Co., Alabama Great Southern 
R. R. Co., and New Orleans & Northeastern R. R. Co. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainant is a corporation engaged in the manufac- 
ture of boilers and machinery, with its principal office at 
Chattanooga, Tenn. By complaint, filed Aug. 2, 1915, it 
alleges that the rate of 26% cents, charged by defendants 
for the transportation of a carload of fire brick shipped 
Jan. 20, 1914, from Rempel, O., to Laurel, Miss., was un- 
reasonable, unjustly discriminatory, unduly prejudicial, and 
in violation of section 4 of the act to the extent that it 
exceeded 23 cents per 100 pounds. Reparation is asked. 

The shipment apparently moved:* Cincinnati, Hamilton 
& Dayton Railway and Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & 
St. Louis Railway to Cincinnati, O.; Cincinnati, New Or- 
leans & Texas Pacific Railway, Alabama Great Southern 
Railroad, and New Orleans & Northeastern Railroad, 
thence to destination. No specific through rate was ap- 
plicable, but defendants’ tariffs provided specifically for 
the construction of a through rate by combination on the 
Ohio River. Charges were collected in the sum of $131.25 











902 


at a rate of 26%. cents per 100 pounds based on a mini- 
mum weight of 50,000 pounds. The shipment weighed 
47,000 pounds. The rate applicable was based on Cin- 
cinnati: 54 cents per 100 pounds, minimum 50,000 pounds, 
to Cincinnati; 21 cents beyond, minimum 40,000 pounds. 
The shipment was overcharged $6.30. Laurel is interme- 
diate to New Orleans over the route of movement... A 
joint rate of 17 cents per 100 pounds, minimum 40,000 
pounds, applied on fire brick in carloads from Rempel to 
New Orleans; a rate of 6 cents, minimum 40,000 pounds, 
applied from New Orleans to Laurel. These rates are 
still in effect. Complainant contends that the rate as- 
sailed is prima facie unreasonable to the extent that it 
exceeds the New Orleans combination. No evidence was 
offered in support of the allegations of unjust discrimina- 
tion or undue prejudice. q 

The defendants operating south of the Ohio River are 
willing to establish a joint rate on fire brick from Rempel 
to Laurel not in excess of the New Orleans combination, 
and to join in the payment of reparation on the ship- 
ment in question on the basis of such combination. 


Complainant’s witness testified that the shipment moved 
north of the Ohio River by way of the Cleveland, Cincin- 
nati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway, although the bill of 
lading contains the notation “B. & O. (Baltimore & Ohio) 
to Cincinnati.” These carriers are not parties to this 
proceeding. However, participating carriers are parties 
and inasmuch as the rate applied has all the essentials of 
a joint rate, the fact that one or more of the participating 
carriers are not parties is not a fatal defect. 


We find that the charges collected on the shipment were 
illegal, to the extent that they exceed the charges that 
would have accrued at a rate of 5% cents, minimum 50,- 
600 pounds, from Rempel to Cincinnati, and a rate of 21 
cents, based on the actual weight of the shipment, from 
Cincinnati to Laurel; that the through charge was un- 
reasonable, to the extent that it exceeded 23 cents per 
100 pounds, minimum 40,000 pounds; that complainant 
made the shipment as described and paid and bore charges 
thereon herein found to have been illegal and unreason- 
able; that-it has been damaged to the extent of the dif- 
ference between the charges paid and the charges that 
would have accrued at a rate of 23 cents per 100 pounds, 
minimum 40,000 pounds; and that it is entitled to repara- 
tion in the sum of $23.15, with interest. Our order will 
be entered against the defendants herein, but the par- 
ticipating carrier, not a defendant, will be expected to 
join in the payment of the reparation. 


That portion of Fourth Section Application No. 2061, 
filed by F. W. Gomph, agent, by which authority is sought 
to continue rates on fire brick from Rempel, O., to New 
Orleans, lower than the rates contemporaneously applica- 
ble on like traffic from Rempel to Laurel and other in- 
termediate points, was heard with the complaint. In 
Fourth’ Section Violations in the Southeast, 30 I. C. C., 
153 (The Traffic World, May 16, 1914, p. 943), we granted 
authority to carriers, with certain limitations, to continue 
rates over certain routes to Gulf ports from Chicago, II1., 
St. Louis, Mo., Cincinnati, O., and other Ohio River cross- 
ings lower than the rates contemporaneously maintained 
to intermediate points. The adjustment here in question 
was not before us in that preceeding. However, following 
Fourth Section Violations in the Southeast, supra, the 
carriers on whose behalf the application under considera- 
tion -was filed may continue to charge rates on fire brick 
from Rempel to New Orleans lower than the rates con- 
temporaneously maintained on like traffic from Rempel 
to Laurel and other intermediate points; provided, how- 
ever, the rates to such intermediate points do not exceed 
the lowest combination of rates on New Orleans or other 


tulf ports. 
Appropriate orders will be entered. 
(The fourth section order is No. 6232.) 


RATE ON LUMBER 


been entered in No. 8292, 





An order of dismissal has 
United Lumber Co. et al. vs. Baltimore & Ohio, opinion 
No. 3960, 41 I. C. C., 460-1, the holding being that the 
rate on lumber from Ursina Juhction, Pa., to Herkimer, 
N. Y., had not been shown to be unreasonable or other- 
wise a violation of law. 
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RATE ON CLOVER SEED 


In No. 8299, Griswold Seed Co. vs. Colorado & South- 
ern et al., opinion No. 3961, 41 I. C. C., 462-3, the Commis- 
sion held that a rate of 80 cents on sweet clover seed 
from Wheatland, Wyo., to Lincoln, Neb., was unreason- 
able in that it exceeded the combination rate of 72 cents. 
Reparation was awarded. < 


FURNITURE RATES 


An order of dismissal has been entered in No. 8302, 
Beebe & Runyan Furniture Company vs. C. B. & Q. et al., 
Opinion No. 3962, 41 I. C. C. 464, the Commission holding 
that the rate charged on a carload of furniture from 
Omaha to Florence, Ariz., had not been shown to be un- 
reasonable or unjustly discriminatory. 


RATE ON MINING MACHINERY 


CASE NO. 8309 (41 I. C. C., 465-466) 
NEWPORT MINING CO. VS. CHICAGO & NORTHWEST- 
ERN RAILWAY CO. 

Submitted January 31, 1916. Opinion No. 3963. 

1, Shippers Must Press Claims.—Claim for reparation on eleven 
carload shipments of mining machinery from Milwa We ; 
Wis., to Ironwood, Mich., found to have been abandoned.= 

2. Reparation Awarded. —Rate charged for the transportation 
of certain carloads of mining machinery from Milwaukee to - 

been unreasonable and 


Bessemer, Mich., found to have 


reparation awarded. 





Arnold C. Otto for complainant; 
defendant. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainant is a cerporation engaged in operating iron 
mines, with its principal office at Milwaukee, Wis. By 
complaint, filed Aug. 13, 1915, it alleges that the rate 
charged by defendant for the transportation of 34 car- 
loads of mining machinery, shipped from Milwaukee to 
Ironwood and Bessemer, Mich., between Aug. 1, 1913and~ 
Jan. 29, 1914, was unreasonable. Reparation is asked, - 

“Eleven of the shipments in question were delivered at 
Ironwood on or prior to Aug: 10, 1913. The claim was 
presented to the Commission informally on Aug. 21, 1914..- 
On Dec. 4,.1914, complainant was advised that the el 
could not be informally adjusted, but failed to file a tonne: 
complaint thereafter until Aug. 13, 1915. The formal ¢om- 
plaint was not filed within two years after the cause of 
action as to these shipment accrued nor within ‘six months 
after notice that the claim could not be adjusted inform- 
ally and must be held to have been abandofied. Swift 
& Co. vs. S. Ry. Co., 40 I. C. C., 93 (The Traffic World, 
July 5, 1916, p. 79). 

The remaining 23 shipments moved to Bessemer -and 
were delivered on or subsequently to Sept. 22, 1913, 
Charges were collected thereon at the Class A rate of. 26 
cents per 100 pounds. .Defendant contemporaneously main- 
tained a commodity rate of 20 cents per 100 pounds on 
machinery, in carloads, from Milwaukee to the Escanaba, 
the Iron Mountain, the Ishpeming and the Amasa groups 
in the mining region of Michigan, which groups are in 
the same general territory as is the Ironwood group, in 
which Bessemer is located. The Minneapolis, St. Paul & 
Sault Ste. Marie Railway also maintained a 20-cent rate 
on machinery in carloads from Milwaukee to various: Mich- 
igan mining points, including Bessemer. Complainant 
could not avail itself of this rate, because it required de- 
livery by defendant, and at the time there was no arrange- 
ment between the Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie 
and defendant for switching at Bessemer. On April 16, 
1914, defendant extended the application of the 20-cent 
rate to the Ironwood group, and this rate is still in effect. 
Defendant states that the failure to publish the 20-cent 
rate to Bessemer prior to the time the shipments in ques- 
tion moved was due to oversight. It admits that the rate 
charged was unreasonable to the extent that it exceeded 
20 cents. 

We find that the rate charged on the shipments to Bes- 
semer was unreasonable to the extent that it exceeded the 
rate of 20 cents per 100 pounds now in effect; that com- 
plainant made the shipments to Bessemer as described 
and paid and bore the charges theréon at the rate herein 
found to have been unreasonable; and that it has been 
damaged to the extent of the difference between the 
charges paid and those which would have accrued at the 
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rate here found reasonable and is entitled to reparation, 
with interest. The amount of reparation due cannot be 
determined on this record, and complainant should pre- 
pare a statement showing, as to:each shipment on which 
reparation is claimed, date of delivery, points of origin 
and destination, route of movement, commodity, weight, 


car number and initials, rate charged, charges collected’ 


and the amount of reparation due under the findings hére- 


in, which statement should be submitted to defendant for. 


verification. Upon receipt of a statement -so prepared 
and verified we will consider the entry of an order award- 
ing reparation. 

As the 20-cent rate has been in effect for more than 
two years, no order for the future is necessary. 

By the Commission. 


SCHOOL SUPPLIES 


The complaint of the Centennial School Supply Company 
vs. Union Pacific et al., No. 8312, Opinion No. 3964, 41 
I. C. C. 467-9, has been dismissed, the Commission holding 
that the charges on a carload of school supplies from 
Grand Rapids, Mich., to Hugo, Colo., had not been shown 
to be illegal. The complainant endeavored to persuade the 
Commission that work benches such as carpenters use, and 
wall cases, analogous to kitchen cabinets, should be in- 
cluded in the classification as furniture. 


RATE ON OLD RAILS 


The Commission has dismissed No. 8317, Memphis Freight 
Bureau, for Pidgeon-Thomas Iron Company vs. St. L. W. 
et al., Opinion No. 3965, 41 I. C. C., 470-1, holding that 
the proper rate had been assessed on old rails shipped 
from Pine Bluff to Friars Point, Miss. 


NEW ORLEANS LUMBER SWITCHING 


CASE NO. 8318 (41 I. C. C., 472-474) 
LUCAS E. MOORE STAVE CO. VS. MORGAN’S LOU- 
ISIANA & TEXAS RAILROAD & STEAMSHIP CoO. 
Submitted Jan. 20, 1916. Opinion No. 3966. 

Charges collected by the defendant for switching lumber at 

New Orleans, La., found to have been legally applicable and 


not shown to have been unreasonable. Complaint dis- 
missed. 


L. Palmer for complainant; C. W. Owen, Denegre, Leovy & 
Chaffe and Fred H. Wood for defendant. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 


Complainant is a corporation engaged in the lumber 
business at New Orleans, La. By complaint, filed Sept. 
10, 1915, it alleges that the charge of $2 per car collected 
from complainant by defendant and paid to the New Or- 
leans Public Belt Railroad, hereinafter called the Public 
Belt, for switching 60 carloads of lumber, logs and staves 
at New Orleans during the period from July, 1913, to July, 
1915, was unreasonable, and unlawful in violation of sec- 
tion 6 of the act. Reparation is asked. The claim was 
first filed with the Commission July 19,,1915. The allega- 
tion of unreasonableness is perfunctory, as the real ground 
of complaint is the alleged violation of section 6. 

The shipments originated at points in Louisiana and 
moved by way of defendant’s line to New Orleans for ex- 
port from the city wharves. Defendant’s line does not 
extend to the city wharves, and upon arrival at New 
Orleans, in compliance with complainant’s instructions, 
the shipments were switched by the Public Belt from de- 
fendant’s transfer track to such wharves, and subsequently 
were exported to countries other than Mexico. In addi- 
tion to its established charges for the transportation to 
New Orleans for export, defendant collected for the Public 
Belt a switching charge of $2 on each car. This charge 
was published in the latter line’s tariff on file with the 
Commission. 


Defendant’s tariffs naming the rates from the points of 
origin to New Orleans read in part as follows: 


To New Orleans, Algiers and Gretna, La., for export, except 
to Mexico. Rates do not include unloading charges at above 
ports. 

Some of these tariffs provided that— 


In the absence of specific provisions in this tariff to the con- 
trary, shipments transported under this tariff will be subject 
to all terminal charges and allowances, together with all other 
privileges, charges and rules which in any way increase’ or 
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decrease the amount to be paid on any shipment between 
points named in this tariff, or as the same may be amended 
or changed, or which increase or decrease the value of the 
service to the shipper, as provided in tariffs published and law- 
fully on file with the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


The remaining tariffs of defendant publishing the rates 
to New Orleans contained this identical provision, except 
that after the word “allowances” specific reference was 
made to switching and other terminal services. 


With the exception of Jeanerette, all the points of origin 
are non-competitive as defined in item 5 of defendant’s 
terminal tariff I. C. C. No. 2762-B, effective at the time, 
which contains terminal rates, rules and regulations gov- 
erning switching and other terminal services at New Of- 
leans. Item No. 715 of this tariff was as follows: 


Switching charges of connecting lines (including New Oricans 
Public Belt) will not be absorbed on traffic destined to or origi- 
nating * * * Jeanerette * * * loaded at or destined to 
industries located. on tracks of connecting lines at New Or- 
leans, La. * 


Item No. 740 of the same tariff provided: 


On carload competitive traffic * * * the switching charges 
of connecting lines, as published and filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission will be absorbed * * * and no addi- 
tional charge be made for the service (except as provided in 
items * * * 670 to 730), inclusive * * 

On noncompetitive carload traffic (see heal No. 5) the switch- 
ing charges of connecting lines as published and filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission will be in addition to the 
rate charged for transportation. 


Complainant’s case is predicated solely on the fact that 
the tariffs naming the rates to New Orleans provided that 
“rates do not include unloading charges at above ports.” 
It insists that the rates to New Orleans included all 
charges not specifically excluded, including the switching 
charges assessed, and that the switching charges were, 
therefore, illegal. 

With this contention we cannot agree. Under the pro- 
visions of section 6 of the act all terminal privileges and 
facilities extended to shippers must be specifically author- 
ized by tariff and cannot be inferred. Rule 10 of Tariff 
Circular 18-A requires that if the charges of a switching 
or terminal road are to be absorbed by a connecting line 


‘the tariff or the connecting road must specifically state 


that its rate includes such terminal service and that the 
connecting road will absorb such charge of the switching 
road as is published and filed with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. This rule further provides that if 
the switching road’s charges are to be added ‘to the 
charges of a connecting road the tariff of such connecting 
road must clearly state that the shipments are subject to 
switching charges named in tariffs on file with the Com- 
mission. The Public Belt was not a party to the tariffs 
publishing the rates to New Orleans. These tariffs did 
not provide that the charges of the Public Belt for switch- 
ing would be absorbed out of the rates named therein. 
On -the contrary, it was specifically provided in defend- 
ant’s terminal tariff governing the shipments that the 
switching charges of connecting lines at New Orleans 
would be in addition to the rates to that point. 

We find that the charge assailed was legally applicable, 
and that it is not shown to have been unreasonable. An 
order will be entered dismissing the complaint. 


RATES ON FIRE BRICK 


An order of reparation has been entered in No. 8452, 
Robinson Clay Product Co. vs. Pa. Co. et al., and in sub- 
number 1 of the same, Opinion No. 3967, 41 I. C. C., 475-6, 
cn account of rates charged on fire brick from Parral, O., 
to Wilson, N. C. The attack was on the componenis of 
combination rate, those -parts from Suffolk and Richmond, 
Va., to destination being higher on fire brick than on ordi- 
nary brick, in controvention of the rule laid down by the 
Commission in other brick cases that rates on fire brick 
should be no higher than rates on ordinary brick. 


RATES ON LIVE STOCK 


CASE NO. 8120* (41 I. C. C., 477-479) 
H. MOFFAT CO. ET AL. VS. SOUTHERN. PACIFIC CO. 
ET AL. 

Submitted Jan. 30, 1916. Opinion No. 3968. 


Rates for the transportation of live stock in carloads from 
points in the states of Nevada, Utah and Oregon to San 
Francisco and Oakland, Cal., not found to be unreasonable. 
Complaints dismissed. 
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J. O. Bracken for complainants; C. W. Durbrow for Southern 
. Pacific Co. and San Pedro, Los Angeles & Salt Lake R. R. Co.; 
Allan P. Matthew for Western Pacific Ry. Co. and its receivers; 
E. W..Camp for Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. Co. 


*The proceeding also embraces complaint in No. 8120 (Sub. 
No. 1), William Taaffe & Co. vs. Southern Pacific Co. et al. 


+ 
McCHORD, Commissioner: 

Complainants are corporations and copartnerships en- 
gaged in slaughtering live stock.and in marketing the 
products, having plants at San Francisco and Oakland, 
Cal. They ship cattle, hogs, sheep, and lambs in carloads 
chiefly from the state of Nevada, Utah and Oregon. The 
complaints allege, in substance, that defendants’ carlaad 
rates on live stock from points in said states to San Fran- 
cisco and Oakland were on June 2, 1915, increased from 
3 to 9 per cent over the rates charged prior to that date, 
and that such increased rates are “unjust and unreason- 
able,” in violation of section 1 of the act. 

The contention advanced by complainants is that prior 
to June 2, 1915, the’ date on which the so-called “Cummins 
amendment” became effective, rates on live stock were 
applied by defendants on the theory that the valuations 
declared by shippers were “released valuations,” evidenc- 
ing only a limitation upon liability for loss or injury, 
whereas on and after that date certain percentages of 
increase were added in all cases where declared valua- 
tions exceeded the basic values named in the tariff sched- 
ules. Prior to such amendment the tariffs of defendants 
carried scheduled valuations of live stock of the character 
herein involved, upon which the published rates were 
based, as follows: 

Each ox, bull or steer 
Each cow 

Each calf 

Each hog 

Each sheep 

It was provided that valuations in excess of those sched- 
uled would be subject to 10 per cent increase in the rates 
for each 100 per cent, or fraction thereof, increase in. the 
valuations. 

By tariff of the defendant Southern Pacific Co., effective 
July 3, 1915, with no change in the scheduled valuations, 
it was provided that in the event of declared valuations 
in excess of those named in the schedule, the rates should 
be increased 3 per cent for each 50 per cent, or fraction 
thereof, of additional value per head. Similar provisions 
were published by the defendant Western Pacific Co.; 
also by the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe and the San 
Pedro, Los Angeles & Salt Lake railways, both of which 
have intervened in the case. 

In Iowa Railroad Commissioners vs. A., T. & S. F. Ry. 
Co., 36 I. C. C., 79 (The Traffic World, Aug. 28, 1915, p. 
528), the reasonableness of scheduled valuations similar 
to those given above, carried in the tariffs of carriers 
operating in territory west of Chicago, Ill., was considered 
by this Commission. We held that such scheduled valua- 
tions were unjustly and unreasonably. low, and not rep- 
resentative of the average actual values of animals 
shipped. A new schedule of valuations was prescribed 
upon which carriers in that section might base rates no 
higher than the rates then in effect, which schedule was 
accompanied by a provision that on live stock of actual 
values exceeding those specified, the rates should be in- 
creased by not more than 2 per cent for each 50 per cent, 
or fraction thereof, of increased actual value. The new 
schedule of valuations, for the kinds of animals herein 
involved, was as follows: 

Each ox, bull or steer 
Each cow 

Each calf 

Each hog 

Each sheep 

Following the report in that case the carriers generally 
throughout Western Classification territory, including the 
defendants and interveners in this case, modified their 
tariffs to conform to the principles therein announced. 

From the record it would seem that prior to the Cum- 
mins amendment the rule providing for increased rates 
based on valuations in excess of those scheduled in the 
tariffs was not strictly observed by the defendants, if 
observed at all. This must have been so as to shipments 
of excess values, otherwise the charges on such shipments 
would generally have exceeded those collected; and it 
clearly appears that no increased charges based on excess 
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values were collected. According to the tariffs the rates 
were based on scheduled valuations before, as well as 
after, the Cummins amendment. The percentage of rate 
increases for excess values is less since the amendment 
than before, and therefore the later tariffs do not involve 
increased freight charges as alleged in the complaints. 
The increase provided for in the tariffs of July 3, 1915, 
was 3 per cent for each 50 per cent of additional declared 
value, whereas prior to that date the rate increase was 
10 per cent for each 100 per cent of additional declared 
value. Under the Iowa Railroad Commissioners’ case, 
supra, and under the tariffs of defendants now in effect, 
the rate increase is 2 per cent for each 50 per cent of 
additional declared value. 


During the year 1914 there was a considerable general 
movement of live stock to complainants’ slaughtering 
plants from the states named above, on which it appears 
that freight charges were collected apparently without 
regard to values. Complainants insist that higher freight 
charges were collected on the same kind of shipments 
after June 2, 1915, and on this they base their claim that 
the rates were increased. But, as already pointed out, 
the tariffs prior to June 2, 1915, provided for increased 
rates on excess valuations, in substantially the same man- 
ner as do the present tariffs. There is no substantial dif- 
ference, except that at present the scheduled valuations 
are greater, and the rate increase on account of valuations 
in excess thereof is less, than under the former tariffs. 
The fact that increased freight charges on account of 
excess valuations have been collected since June 2, 1915, 
but were not collected, as should have been done, under 
the tariffs prior to that date, does not prove the charges 
so collected to have been unreasonable. 


A number of rate comparisons were filed of record by 
complainants, but there is no charge that the basing rates 
were at any time unreasonable, and we do not deem such 
comparisons of material importance. As indicated tbove 
the change inaugurated on June 2, 1915, was one of prac- 
tice and not of tariff provisions. Under the new tariffs 
there is no increase in the rates, but there is a decrease 
in the charges for excess valuations. In the issues now 
before us the provisions of the act approved Aug. 9, 1916, 
amending the act referred to above as the Cummins 
amendment, are not involved. 

No question of unreasonableness in the basing rates 
is raised in the complaints, and as we find nothing in 
the record that would justify a disturbance of the exist- 
ing rules governing the application of. increased rates 
graded according to increased valuations, the complaints 
must be dismissed. It will be so ordered. 


NASHVILLE FLOUR TRANSIT RULES 


1. AND S. NO. 789 (41 I. C. C., 483-497) 
CASE NO. 6497 
FREIGHT BUREAU, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, OF 
MACON, GA., VS. SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO ET AL.- 
Submitted June 1, 1916. Opinion No. 3970. 


1. Tariffs Giving Nashville Preference to Be Canceled.—Tariffs 
of the defendant carriers, proposing to withdraw any-quan- 
tity transit arrangements on’ self-rising flour produced by 
manufactureers located at Nashville, Tenn., while contin- 
uing to accord the same to this commodity when produced 
by millers located at this and other points on their lines, 
—_ not to have been justified and required to be can- 
celed. 

2. Discrimination Against Macon to Be Removed.—The main- 
tenance and participation in such arrangements as applied 
to manufacturers of this article at Nashville, while not 
affording same to manufacturers located at Macon, Ga., 
found to result in unjust discrimination, which is required 
to be removed. 


B. Gilham for complainant; Thomas H. Malone for protestants 
and intervener, Liberty Mills; Claudian B. Northrop, N. W. 
Proctor, Chas. Barham, F, D. McConnell and F. E. Godfrey 
Jac respondents; J. V. Norman for Southeastern Millers’ Assn, 
intervener. 


CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 

These cases, presenting substantially the same issues, 
were by appropriate order of the Commission consolidated 
and heard together, and will be disposed of in one report. 
They are in large measure the outgrowth and closely 
related to the questions dealt with by us in the case of 
Duncan & Co. vs. N., C. & St. L. Ry., 35 IL. C. C., 477, 
wherein, following litigation extending over a period of 
several years, which was carried to the Supreme Court 
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of the United States and there passed upon in U. S. vs. 
L. & N. R. R. Co., 235 U. S., 314, the Commission held 
that the aetion of the defendant carriers, who are also 
the respondents in these proceedings, in according to 
shippers and receivers at Nashville, Tenn., certain re- 
billing or reshipping arrangements on grain, grain prod- 
ucts and hay, while denying the same to shippers and 
receivers of the same commodities at Atlanta and other 
complaining Georgia cities, constituted unjust discrimina- 
tion against the latter, in violation of section 3 of the act. 

The complaint of the Macon Chamber of Commerce on 
behalf of the Modern Milling Co., one of its members, 
was filed on Jan. 14, 1914, but, inasmuch as the issues 
therein presented, with the exception of the additional 
allegation of unjust discrimination with respect to transit 
practices at Nashville on self-rising flour, were the same 
as those then under submission in the Duncan case, in 
which Macon was one of the complaining Georgia cities, 
hearing upon this complaint was deferred pending the 
final outcome of that case. 

A complete history of the establishment and extension 
of the practices in question, so far as relates to grain 
and grain products generally, is contained in our original 
and supplemental reports in the case referred to, which 
will be found at 16 I. C. C., 590 (The Traffic World, July 
10, 1909, p. 43), and 21 I. C. C., 186 (The Traffic World, 
July 1, 1911, p. 7). Suffice it to say here that for a number 
of years prior to Oct. 15, 1915, the date when the Com- 
mission’s order finally became effective, Nashville alone 
of the cities located south of the Ohio River was per- 
mitted under so-called reshipping tariffs to bring in grain, 
grain products and hay from points on or beyond the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers and forward the same within 6, 
later changed to 12, months to points in southeastern and 
Carolina territories at the through rate from point of 
origin to final destination. Considering the fact that the 
through rates applicable to these commodities are in most 
instances considerably less than the combinations of lo- 
cals, the substantial advantage to manufacturers and deal- 
ers at Nashville in competing with those at other dis- 
tributing centers in the Southeast is apparent. Under 
the tariffs then in effect transit was accorded on an any- 


quantity basis by all of the carriers entering Nashville. 
These carriers, the Louisville & Nashville Railroad, Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway, and Tennessee 
Central Railroad, will be referred to as the Nashville 
lines; and their southern connections, the Southern Rail- 
way, Alabama Great Southern Railroad, Central of Georgia 
Railway, and other carriers serving this territory, as the 


southern lines. While throughout the Duncan case pro- 
ceedings the latter group of carriers took the position of 
being opposed to any extension of the arrangements in 
effect at Nashville under reshipping tariffs, nevertheless 
in complying with the Cocmission’s order-in that case 
they joined with the Nashville lines in continuing those 
arrangements, the tariffs in effect from Oct. 15, 1915, 
however, being limited to certain specified carload minima. 
As thus restricted at Nashville the provisions in question 
were extended by the southern lines to the complaining 
Georgia cities, as well as other points in southeastern 
and Carolina territories, thereby removing all but the one 
additional cause set forth in the separate Macon com- 
plaint. It is with that allegation of unjust discrimination 
in favor of Nashville, which point is accorded certain any- 
quantity transit arrangements on self-rising flour not ap- 
plicable at Macon, and the related issue raised by the 
tariffs here under suspension, representing the efforts of 
some of the carriers to discontinue the practices at Nash- 
ville, that we are called upon to deal. Representatives of 
similar interests at Atlanta, Ga., and Columbia, S. C., 
appeared and participated in the hearings in support of 
the prayer of complainant’s petition, and on behalf of 
the Southeastern Millers’ Association in opposition thereto. 


History of the Self-Rising Flour Industry. 


A brief history of the self-rising flour industry, around 
which this controversy centers, will be helpful to a better 
understanding of the questions involved. This product, 
which while available for general baking purposes is 
principally and extensively used in making hot biscuits, 
muffins and griddle cakes, is obtained by the addition and 
mixture of 5 per cent of the leavening ingredients, acid 
phosphate, bicarbonate of soda and salt, with 95 per cent 
of plain flour. Its principal claim for preference is that 
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it affords a finished product ready for doughing and bak- 
ing which will insure more uniformly satisfactory results 
than can be expected at the hands of the average cook ° 
who adds and mixes the leavening ingredients; and in 
addition to the saving in time effected there is said to 
be a saving of from 80 cents to $4 to the barrel of self- 
rising flour consumed as compared with the use of plain 
flour, baking powder, salt, etc., separately purchased and 
mixed in the home, this difference-varying with the qual- 
ity and retail price of the leavening ingredients. 

Prior to 1898 the manufacture of self-rising flour ap- 
pears to have been almost entirely confined to a milling 
company located at New York, which had created a lim- 
ited demand therefor among the .coast cities and towns 
of South Carolina. During that year, foreseeing as they 
believed the future possibilities for the sale of this article 
throughout the South, the Ford Flour Co. of Nashville, 
one of the protestants in this case, commenced its manu: 
facture in a small way, with an output at first of from 
three to five barrels per day. It is testified that at the 
outset they found it a slow, uphill undertaking, ‘encounter- 
ing strong competition from the many millers of plain 
flour, who, it is claimed, inaugurated a campaign of mis- 
representation among the trade, stating that the leavening 
ingredients in the flour were of a dangerous and poisonous 
character, etc. It was also difficult to interest. jobbers 
and retailers, who not only sold plain flour but carried 
stocks of baking powder, salt, etc., used for leavening, 
making a profit upon each, and therefore a house to house 
campaign was initiated, including sampling and demon- 
strating, in order to create a demand with the consumer, 
with the result that from this small beginning the in- 
dustry has grown and developed until to-day this one 
concern has a plant representing an investment of ap- 
proximately $275,000, capable of turning out 2,500 barrels 
per 12-hour day, and doing a business of $2,000,000 an- 
nually. Taking note of the increasing demand, a dozen 
or more additional plants for the manufacture of self- 
rising flour have grown up at ‘Nashville during the last 
10 years, ranging in their investments and capacities from 
$100,000 and 1,500 barrels per day on down to smaller 
ones costing a few thousand dollars and turning out a 
few hundred barrels. From Nashville alone an average 
of 3,000 barrels of this commodity are shipped daily. It 
is now also manufactured at Macon by complainant, and 
at Atlanta, Ga., Columbia, S. C., and New Orleans, La., 
and it is estimated that self-rising flour constitutes at 
least 75 per cent of all the flour sold in this section of 
the country, with an annual consumption of from four 
to five million barrels. 


Rate Adjustment. 


At the beginning the distribution of this product was 
restricted to Nashville and vicinity by reason of the un- 
favorable rate adjustment then existing, self-rising flour 
not benig accorded transit and rated fifth class, while 
plain flour: was rated under class C, the difference be- 
tween the two on movements from Ohio River to south- 
eastern points ranging from 28 to 88 cents per barrel in 
favor of plain flour. The carriers were finally persuaded 
in 1907 to accord self-rising’ the same rating as applied 
to plain flour, and in 1908 the Nashville lines placed in 
effect under their reshipping tariffs, then on an any-quan- 
tity basis, the same transit arrangements on the commod- 
ity in question which had been established and maintained 
at that point since 1872 on grain and grain products gen- 
erally. 

With this more favorable rate adjustment and the estab- 
lishment of transit at Nashville, the business grew rapidly 
both in volume and extent of territory. On account ot 
the increasing public demand and consequent inroads 
upon their output of plain flour milled from wheat, most 
if not all of the millers throughout this territory installed 
the necessary additional equipment for processing self- 
rising flour and entered into active competition for a 
share of that business, the milling-in-transit tariffs of the 
carriers serving these mills being amplified so as to pro- 
vide for bringing in wheat, grinding it into flour, then 
by the addition of the leavening ingredients making it 
into self-rising flour, and sending the same out, in any 
quantity, applying to 95 per cent of the outbound weight 
the balance of the through rate in effect on flour from 
point of origin of the grain to final destination of the 
product and assessing the local rate from the transit point 











906 






to destination on the 5 per cent of added ingredients. 
Prior thereto, and from the beginning, in order to encour- 
age the establishment and assist in the growth of this 
industry, the milling-in-transit tariffs of the carriers serv- 
ing this territory applied on the products, including flour, 
resulting from the process of milling the inbound grain. 
The product in question is said to now constitute about 
one-third of the output of thsee millers. 

It is undisputed that the self-rising flour industry has 
grown to its present proportions, under the any-quantity 
basis of rates, and it is claimed by those who established 
it that it is essentially a less-carload business, mainly 
due to the manner in which the demand has been created 
with the consumers upon the retailers, to whom the man- 
ufacturers at Nashville make direct shipments of one or 
a few up to 100 barrels or more to some of the larger 
dealers. ~About 85 per cent of the shipments of these 
manufacturers is in less-than-carload quantities. Under 
the carload minimum of 24,000 pounds proposed to be en- 
forced under rebilling tartffs by certain of the carriers, 
as more fully hereinafter appears, at least 135 barrels 
are required in order to be entitled to transit; and this, 
it is affirmed, would have the practical effect of so cur- 
tailing distribution by the so-called manufacturers or mix- 
ers who built up the business as to largely turn it over 
to the millers who later entered the field by reason of 
the increasing popularity of this article, for it is not pro- 
posed by any of the carriers to withdraw from the latter 
the arrangements provided for under milling-in-transit tar- 
iffs, which have been and are to be continued on an any- 
quantity basis. Distribution by the millers is mainly 
through jobbers, many of whom are large enough to take 
mixed carloads of plain and self-rising flour, or straight 
carloads of either; but even as to the millers it is testified 
that about 55 per cent of their business is less-carload, or 
so-called “drop” shipments, made direct to the retailer for 
account of the jobber. 

It is obvious that in its last analysis this case repre- 
sents a contest between what, for purposes of distinction, 
may be designated as the “manufacturers” and “millers” 
of self-rising flour, with the carriers divided and lined 
up some with each faction. The issue which they have 
very fully presented and’ asked us to decide is: Does 
the process of bringing in plain flour, adding and mixing 
the ingredients referred to, and sending out self-rising 
flour constitute the equivalent of and entitle the manu- 
facturer to the same transit provisions accorded the miller 
who draws in wheat, grinds it into flour, adds the in- 
gredients, and sends out the product in question; and 
is unjust discrimination within the meaning of the Act 
to regulate commerce effected by the action of the car- 
riers serving both of these classes of industries in with- 
drawing from or refusing to extend these provisions to the 
one while according the same to the other? 


The Process. 


Practically all of the millers of grain located in the 
territory east of the Mississippi and south of the Ohio 
and Potomac rivers, including some situated west and 
north thereof, are voluntarily banded together under the 
name of the Southeastern Millers’ Association, which has 
intervened in this proceeding in behalf of those carriers 
opposed to extending and proposing to withdraw any- 
quantity transit provisions from the manufacturers enjoy- 
ing and desiring to secure them, and it is not denied that 
the officers and members of this organization have endeav- 
ored to the extent of their power to influence this attitude 
and the filing of the tariffs here under suspension. To 
what extent these efforts are reflected in the carriers’ 
proposals is, of course, problematical. The millers, with 
“the exception hereinafter noted, take the position that 
with them making self-rising flour is but a further step 
and part of the process of milling flour from grain; that 
the mere addition of 5 per cent of other ingredients and 
the words “self-rising” to its trade name does not effect 
a sufficiently substantial change to justify its classification 
as a separate and distinct commodity; that under the 
theory and purpose of transit a bona fide miller alone is 
entitled to ship out on the through rate any-quantity basis 
the products resulting from the grinding of grain; that 
the treatment accorded by the manufacturer is not a mill- 
ing process, but nothing more or less than a rehandling 
or bringing in flour, mixing with it certain ingredients 
and sending out flour styled “self-rising;” and that to 
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accord to these manufacturers anything further than the 
carload transit. provisions applicable under the rebilling 
tariffs filed by the respondent carriers in giving effect 
to the Commission’s order in the Duncan case results 
in unjust discrimination and disadvantage to the milling 
industry. 

It is as vigorously contended on behalf of the Nashville 
manufacturers who have enjoyed the any-quantity basis, 
and by the Macon and other interests complaining and 
intervening who desire to secure it, that theirs is also 
a milling process; that self-rising is to plain flour as a 
finished to a raw or unfinished product, considering the 
state of their availability for the use to which finally 
put; and that for these carriers to be permitted to with: 
draw or restrict these valuable arrangements, voluntarily 
established, used for the upbuilding and vital to the life 
of their business, while continuing the same to their com- 
petitors and “followers after” in this field of commercial 
endeavor would effect the unjust discriminations and un- 
due preferences and disadvantages forbidden by sections 
2 and 3 of the Act to regulate commerce, and result in 
virtual confiscation of their property. This attitude is 
supported by two of the three Nashville lines, as well as 
by the president of the millers’ association, who is also 
the active head of the Liberty Mills, a concern of large 
capacity at Nashville, producing both plain and self-rising 
flour, and who believes that the position of the other 
members of the association, if permitted to be made effect- 
ive by the carriers aligned with them, would result in 
injustice and hardship to the manufacturers who estab- 
lished this business. In this connection it is pointed out 
by the opposition that this miller sells large quantities of 
plain flour to the Nashville manufacturers, in reply to 
which he states that a large part of all the flour used 
by the manufacturers at Nashville and elsewhere is ob- 
tained from millers members of the association. 

It is admitted to be impossible for a miller to place in 
the hopper of his mill wheat and the leavening ingredients 
of phosphate, soda, and salt and by the process of grind- 
ing turn out self-rising flour. The wheat must first be 
ground and flour, its principal among -other products, ob- 
tained. A separate and additional process is then neces- 
sary and performed by adding and mixing the ingredients, 
in the proportions previously outlined, in order to secure 
the self-rising article. This further process is performed 
with additional machinery, by the miller as well as the 
manufacturer, there being much testimony of record as 
to the various kinds and the value of the appliances em- 
ployed, the millers endeavoring to show with how little 
machinery and the manufacturers the extent and cost of 
such appliances’as are regarded essential by each in put- 
ting out a uniform and merchantable product in commer- 
cial quantities. Photographs, plans, etc., were also intro- 
duced as exhibits, and from an examination of these, in 
connection with the testimony as a whole, it is fair to 
state that the equipment actually in use by both millers 
and manufacturers in making plain into’ self-rising flour 
is not of such variance either in extent or value as would 
appear from some of the figures submitted. 


Practically the only difference between the two opera- 
tions is that the miller, having made his flour and run 
it into a container, adds the ingredients in proper propor- 
tion and then runs the whole through such mixers, ele- 
vators, reels, bolters and packers as he may employ during 
the process resulting in the outturn of sacks or barrels 
of self-rising flour; while the manufacturer purchases 
plain flour in jute sacks which, with the leavening in- 
gredients is dumped into mixing machines and passes 
through the same process. While some of the millers 
employ identically or practically the same kind and num- 
ber of machines or appliances as the manufacturers for 
the purpose of thoroughly mixing, screening and other- 
wise refining the finished product, others claim that, there 
being no foreign substance in the flour which they them- 
selves have milled, as is frequently the case with the 
manufacturer who dumps the flour and ingredients into 
the mixers from sacks or barrels which are apt to contain 
pieces of string, splinters of wood, and other undesirable 
matter, alt of this elaborate process is unnecessary, and 


, that they are able to obtain a satisfactory product from 


the use of a mixing machine alone equipped with a screen. 
On the other hand, the manufacturers contend, while 
admitting that.some of the foreign substance coming from 
the containers would be eliminated by a treatment so 
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limited, that their experience has demonstrated the abso- 
lute necessity for all of the various steps which they 
employ in order to secure thorough mixing and even dis- 
tribution of the ingredients, eliminate small lumps and 
articles of foreign matter of all kinds and be assured of 
the smooth finished product on which they have built up 
the large demand for their brands; otherwise they would 
not have made the financial outlay involved. 


Varying Attitude of the Carriers. 


The past and present attitude of the carriers with re 
spect to the classification of these processes is best indi- 
cated by the following recital of the tariff treatment ac- 
corded them: 

The Southern Railway, together with the other southern 
lines respondent, supports the position of the millers. 
Prior to Oct. 15, 1915, they did not have in effect at any 
point except at the Ohio River crossings the provisions 
available at Nashville under reshipping tariffs, although 
they concurred in the tariffs of the Nashville lines as to 
traffic moving through that point to points of destination 
on their lines. In complying with the Commission’s order 
in the Duncan case, effective on the above-mentioned date, 
these lines established at southeastern milling and manu- 
facturing points generally reshipping, as distinguised from 
milling-in-transit, tariffs according certain rebilling ar- 
rangements on grain and grain products, including self- 
rising flour out from plain flour in, limited to carloads. 

The difference in meaning and purpose as between “mill- 
ing-in-transit” and “reshipping” rules is indicated by the 
following definitions contained in the tariffs themselves, 
being substantially the same with all of the lines before us: 


Milling in Transit.—Except as provided for in Rule 14, milling 
in transit is hereby defined as the stopping of grain in transit 
at milling points or its original movement to such point, and 
its conversion there into its products and the forwarding 
of these products to a subsequent destination. 

Reshipping privileges on grain and grain products means the 
stopping for bleaching, blending, change of consignor, change of 
destination, cleaning, clipping, drying, grading, inspection, 
mixing, sacking, shelling, shucking, storing, transferring or 
weighing, and will apply to such grain and rain products as 
passes through elevators, warehouses or mills, or which may 
be reshipped in original cars, subject to the conditions provided 
in these rules. 


From the beginning of the self-rising flour industry at 
Nashville until Oct. 15, 1915, all three of the carriers 
serving that point permitted transit on this article in any 
quantity when manufactured from plain flour inbound, 
which was accorded during most of that period under 
reshipping tariffs, although from July 5, 1911, the Louis- 
ville & Nashville, and from Jan. 20, 1915, the Nashville, 
Chattanooga & St. Louis, in addition carried the same 
provisions in their milling-in-transit tariffs, which prior 
thereto were limited to outbound self-rising flour made 
from inbound wheat. The Tennessee Central until March 
25, 1915, provided for transit, applicable in connection 
with either wheat or flour inbound, under its milling-in- 
transit tariffs. only, its reshipping tariff being supple- 
mented on that date so as to provide for “self-rising flour” 
out from flour in, whereas previously this tariff provided 
for “wheat flour” out from “wheat flour” in. When the 
Nashville lines restricted their reshipping tariffs in effect 
from Oct. 15, 1915, to certain specified carload minima, all 
but the last named of these carriers contemporaneously 
limited the applieation of their any-quantity milling-in- 
transit tariffs to self-rising flour made from wheat, thus 
becoming available only to the miller, whereas this carrier 
continued the arrangement in its milling-in-transit tariff 
unchanged. The effect of this was to leave the Tennessee 
Central alone of the carriers serving the Nashville manu- 
facturers in the enviable position of being able to take 
care of their outbound less-than-carload shipments on the 
through rate basis. 

For competitive reasons admittedly, and also it is stated 
being fully convinced from an inspection of the plants 
themselves by the railway company’s higher officials that 
the process by the manufacturers clearly came within the 
definition of “milling,” entitling them to the same transit 
provisions accorded self-rising flour produced by the mill- 
ers, the Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis, effective Dec. 
14, 1915, reinstated the provision on self-rising flour from 
plain flour in their milling-in-transit tariff, where it has 
since remained; and following this alleged conviction as 
to the proper classification of the. process in question 
this carrier on March 1, 1916, altogether canceled transit 
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provisions on self-rising flour from its reshipping tariff, 
even as to carloads, leaving the product of both the manu- 
facturer and the miller to be handled under milling-in- 
transit regulations. 

For competitive reasons alone, it is represented, the 
Louisville & Nashville on Dec. 27, 1915, effected the same 
tariff changes, although they then as now regard the treat- 
ment by the manufacturers as a blending or mixing proc- 
ess entitled only to such provisions as are generally 
available under reshipping rules. The general concur- 
rences of their southern connections were used by the 
Nashville lines in making the former parties to these 
tariffs, and it was testified on behalf of the latter that 
they have been willing in the past, as at present, to join 
with their connections in putting in the any-quantity basis 
throughout the South, with the exceptions that the Louis- 
ville & Nashville now joins in the view of the southern 
lines in expressing the fear that any territorial extension 
of the arrangements in question would result in a demand 
therefor from every jobbing point of any size throughout 


. this territory, with the attending increased expenditures 


involved in recording and policing transit shipments, as 
well as sacrifice in revenue as compared with the bases 
of local rates now obtaining. Such policing is, of course, 
necessary in connection with the provisions available to 
the millers and is performed by inspection bureaus main- 
tained by the carriers for that and other purposes. 

All of the respondent carriers are unanimous in their 
interpretation of the Commission’s opinion and order in 
the Duncan case as meaning, regardless of whether des- 
ignated reshipping or milling in transit, that whatever 
arrangements of this nature are participated in at Nash- 
ville must under the same circumstances and conditions 
be extended to the Georgia cities parties to that and the 
instant proceeding; and for this reason, it is stated, the 
Southern and Alabama Great Southern railways on Dec. 
18, 1915, filed notice of their non-concurrence in the any- 
quantity transit arrangements’ accorded by the Nashville 
lines on self-rising from plain flour, upon receipt of- which 
the Louisville & Nashville and Tennessee Central filed 
tariffs to become effective Feb. 6 and 15, 1916, respect- 
ively, proposing cancellation thereof, the former in con- 
nection with traffic to points located on the Southern and 
Alabama Great Southern and the latter as to all points, 
inasmuch as these non-concurring carriers constituted its 
only southern outlet, comparatively few shipments moving 
under transit to points on its own rails. Upon protest 
of the Nashville manufacturers these tariffs were sus- 
pended by the Commission until June 5 and later until 
Dec. 5, 1916. Subsequently, upon receipt of similar no- 
tices of non-participation by other southern lines the 
Louisville & Nashville filed tariffs to become effective 
April 11, 1916, proposing to withdraw the any-quantity 
transit provisions in question as to all points on their 
lines and connections, which have been suspended until 
Feb. 9, 1917. 


It was developed upon the hearing that prior to the 
filing of the suspended tariffs above referred to a con- 
ference was held in Washington between the traffic offi- 
cials of all the lines principally interested for the purpose 
of exchanging views and, if possible, reaching an agree- 
ment as to what action should be taken with respect to 
the transit arrangements accorded the manufacturers of 
not only self-rising flour, but commercial mixed feed as 
well, the latter commodity having -been drawn into the 
controversy by reason of the further claim urged by the 
self-rising manufacturers that, in addition to the discrimi- 
nation in favor of the millers, there is a further unlawful 
preference in favor of the producers of this article. The 
mixed feed industry, it is stated, has been established and 
built up under the same conditions, with plants located © 
at the same points, engaged in a process in every way 
analogous and comparable to that employed in producing 
self-rising flour, and that to withdraw or withhold the 
any-quantity basis from one while continuing same to the 
other falls within the class of discriminations forbidden 
by the act. 

A report of this conference has been filed of record, and 
summing up the discussion and several resolutions there 
introduced it comes to this: The officials of the Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga & St. Louis and Tennessee Central an- 
nounced that as long as mixed feed was continued under 
milling-in-transit tariffs they would feel that it was neces- 
sary for them to accord the same treatment to seJf-rising 
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flour, or otherwise be guilty of unjustifiable discrimination. 
The vice-president of the Louisville & Nashville, while 
disagreeing with this view and proposing that the pro- 
visions available to the manufacturers of both commodi- 
ties be restricted to carload quantities, under reshipping 
rules, stated that as long as other lines accorded mixed 
feed the any-quantity basis his line would feel obliged to 
treat self-rising flour the same, and offered to join with 
their connections in establishing similar arrangements 
wherever deemed necessary. 

The Southern Railway and other southeastern lines took 
the position, as they have throughout the various stages 


of these allied proceedings, of being unwilling to extend. 


transit, and, on the other hand, were also opposed to any 
curtaliment thereof.so far as the manufacture of mixed 
feed was concerned, several, including probably the largest 
of these plants in the South, being located on the rails 
of this carrier. It is not shown that they then put the 
Nashville lines upon any specific or emphatic notice of 
refusal or opposition to being made parties to the ar- 
rangement which it was made clear would be continued 


and established through Nashville; and to this extent the | 


action, or non-action, of these southern lines is open to 
the criticism of leaving them in the position of violating 
the spirit and well-understood purpose of the Commission’s 
order in the Duncan case during and between the period 
of continuance and re-establishment, subsequent to Oct. 
15, 1915, of .any-quantity transit arrangements on self- 
rising flour through Nashville to points on their rails, and 
the service of formal notice of non-concurrence, while 
at the same time not according similar treatment to the 
Georgia cities involved in that case; likewise the Louis- 
ville & Nashville for restoring these provisions to their 
milling-in-transit tariffs, for the purpose of affording the 
any-quantity basis, against their stated conviction that 
the process in question is not milling but mixing or re- 
shipping, especially when to do so involved using without 
specific permission the general concurrence of carriers 
which were well known to have recently passed through 
extended litigation before this Commission and the courts 
involving the very substance of this rate adjustment. To 
what extent the other Nashville lines are open to the 
same criticism depends upon how far their actions repre- 
sent conviction or expediency based upon traffic consid- 
erations, which of course is indeterminable. There is 
more excuse for departure from the usual and approved 
standards in the framing of tariff schedules which tend 
toward or approach lines of demarcation between things 
which are forbidden by the law and those which are not, 
where the carriers are acting initially and particularly 
when so acting are confronting competitive conditions, if 
the result of such action is found to be in violation of 
law, than when they are acting in the light of findings, 
reports ‘and orders of the Commission concerning the 
particular situation involved, where they will be expected 
to act in good faith in the light of the Commission’s action 
so long as it stands. 
Mixed Feed. 


The tariff changes of the several carriers with respect 
to mixed feed have been nearly as varied as in the case 
of self-rising flour, but these need not be detailed here 
further than to state that both prior and subsequent to 
Oct. 15, 1915, to the present time, the southern as well 
as the Nashville lines have provided transit arrangements 
under milling-in-transit rules; and in addition all but the 
Tennessee Central have made the same provisions under 
reshipping tariffs on an any-quantity basis prior to Oct. 
15, limited to carloads since; by the Louisville & Nash- 
ville until Dec. 27, 1915; the Nashville, Chattanooga & 
St. Louis until March 1, 1916; and the Southern Railway 
until Sept. 22, 1916, the latter carrier only providing for 
this commodity under reshipping rules since Oct. 15, 1915. 

It will be noted that the tariff definition of “milling in 
transit” hereinbefore quoted governs “except as provided 
for in rule 14,” which rule applies to the manufacture of 
mixed feed, and is as follows: 


14. (a) In the manufacture of mixed feed only grain, grain 
products (except flour, grits and hominy), hay and (or) straw 
shall be considered transit ingredients. : 

(b) Mixed feed when manufactured from materials more than 
20 per cent of which are nontransit, is not entitled to transit 
privileges, but shall be considered a separate and distinct 
ecomomdity and shall be charged for at the rate specifically 
prescribed therefor as applying from the trainsit point proper. 

(c) On mixed feed made wholly of grain, grain products, hay 
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and (or) straw, expense bills or inbound tonnage records, sub- 
ject to these rules, shall be canceled and an equal amount of 
the mixture may be forwarded against any one kind of the 
ingredients above specified entering into the mixture. 

(d) On mixed feed made partly of grain, grain products, hay 
and (or) straw and partly of nontransit materials (but con- 
taining not more than 20 per cent of the latter), expense bills 
or other inbound records of tonnage subject to these rules, 
covering the proportion entitled to transit shall be canceled 
and an equal amount of the mixture may be forwarded against 
any one kind or the ingredients above specified entering into 
the mixture. The remaining weight representing the nontransit 
ingredients shall be charged for at the rate on feed applying 
from the transit point, proper, to destination, the carload feed 
rate to be applied on such nontransit weight when the entire 
shipment is not less than a full carload. 


(e) One per cent or less of sunflower seed or other nontransit 
ingredients will be considered as an incalculable quantity, and 
feed containing not more than this proportion of nontransit 
ingredients will be entitled to full transit privileges. : 

(f) Shippers’ records must be so kept as will admit of proper 
check and verification of the mixture by the inspector of the 
Southern Weighing and Inspection Bureau. 


(g) The term ‘hay and (or) straw” embraces: 
meal fodder, hay, straw. 


Alfalfa, alfalfa 


The “reshipping” rules of the Southern Railway con- 
tain the following definition: 


The term “commercial feed,’’ as used herein, means a feed 
composed of any two or more of the ingredients shown in 
Section 10, Paragraph B, Rule 9, whether said ingredients have 
or have not been processed, and an equal amount may be for- 
— against any one kind of ingredient entering into the 
eed. 


And the list of ingredients embraces: 


Barley, barley sprouts, brewers’ dried grain, corn, oats, rye, 
wheat, alfalfa meal, bran, flax bran, grain screenings, hominy 
feed, kaffir corn, oat feed, other feed products rated Class D 
in Southern Classification No. 41, W. R. Powe’s (agent) I. C. C. 
No, 20, supplements thereto and reissues thereof. 


It will thus be seen that under any-quantity milling-in- 
transit tariffs continuously in effect, as well as under 
reshipping rules contemporaneously maintained on the 
same and varying bases, the manufacturers of mixed feed 
may draw in a variety of grains and grain products, mix 
them with each other and with non-transit ingredients, 
such as blackstrap molasses, sunflower seed, etc., provided 
the latter do not exceed 20 per cent of the whole, and 
forward this product, which is extensively used as animal 
food, on the basis of the through rate applicable on any 
of the transit ingredients for which inbound billing in 
the proper amount is surrendered, while it is proposed 
by some of the same carriers to withdraw and disallow 
such provisions in connection with an important article 
of food for human consumption similarly treated. While 
it is generally stated on behalf of those carriers attempt- 
ing to justify this difference in tariff treatment that the 
manufacturers of mixed feed, or at least some of them, 
bring in the grain and grind the products going into the 
mixture, no proof was introduced on this point, and it 
it is clear both from a reading of the foregoing tariff 
provisions and the testimony of witnesses that no such 
restriction is contained in the rules or applied in practice. 


It is also stated by these carriers, and admitted, that 
there is no competition between mixed feed and self-rising 
flour, and decisions of this Commission are cited declining 
to require the establishment of transit in connection with 
one commodity because granted to another somewhat 
analogous in character and method of production where 
the element of substantial competition is lacking. As we 
have many times said, not every discrimination is unjust 
and each case must be decided upon the facts, circum- 
stances and conditions shown to exist in connection with 

“the particular situation before us. We think, however, 
that there is a decided difference, the extent of which 
may constitute the elements of injustice in a discrimi- 
natory situation, between declining to grant or require the 
establishment of transit arrangements on the ground alone 
of those already afforded other commodities or communi- 
ties under circumstances substantially dissimilar, and the , 
situation here disclosed where the same carriers, serving 
the same territory, have voluntarily established the ar- 
rangements in question, thereby assisting in the upgrowth 
of two classes of industry operating under circumstances 
similar to the extent here indicated, and are proposing 
to withdraw from one and continue to the other the 
benefits and advantages heretofore enjoyed by both, espe- 
cially when so to do involves such tariff inconsistency as 
is here shown. 
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Conclusions. 

It is unnecessary to decide the case on this point, how- 
ever, for unquestionably there is and has been very real 
and active competition between the millers and manufac- 
turers of self-rising flour in the marketing of this product, 
and undoubtedly the rate adjustment in issue is an im- 
portant and may be a determining factor in the extent 
of their operations, the manufacturers submitting figures 
to show that-the difference between the transit and com- 
bination of local bases of transportation charges would 
wipe out their present margin of profit, which, it is 
claimed, has become very narrow as a result of this com- 
petition. They also strongly urge the element of public 
interest, predicting that with the elimination or restric- 
tion of their activities the organized millers will bring 
about an increase in the price of this article to the con- 
sumer. 

While the Commission is asked by the one faction or the 
other of this controversy to decide that the treatment 
accorded sélf-rising flour by each is “milling” or “mixing,” 
we deem it unnecessary for the purposes of this case to 
do so further than to state that the process by the miller 
is clearly shown to be a separate and distinct operation 
following the initial ohe of grinding the grain, and this 
second process is in all essential respects the same with 
the miller as the process by the so-called manufacturer. 
The’ question of how it shall be classified is admittedly 
a close one, open to honest differences of opinion. Sev- 
eral of the definitions of “milling” contained in modern 
dictionaries could be used as supporting either of the the- 
ories here advanced, although the meaning generally con- 
veyed is that of grinding, as from grain, while mixing 
is generally understood to mean the working together of 
various ingredients. However, the tariffs of the carriers 
before us are not consistent in following out either of 
these generally accepted definitions, and to attempt a 
thorough revision of all of these tariff provisions and defi- 
nitions to which reference has been made, in their full 
application, seems_unnecessary and inadvisable at this 
time, because, first, in doing so we might affect the in- 
terests of parties not before us, and, second, we can prob- 
ably better deal with the specific question here in issue 
by looking more directly to matters of substance than of 
form. 

Upon a careful consideration of all the facts, circum- 
stances and conditions shown by this combined record 
we are of the opinion and find that the respondent car- 
riers have not justified the tariffs under suspension, pro- 
posing to withdraw any-quantity transit arrangements on 
self-rising flour produced by manufacturers located at 
Nashville while continuing to accord the same to this 
commodity when produced by millers located at this and 
other points on their lines, which tariffs will be required 
to be canceled; and, further, that the maintenance and 
participation in such arrangements when applied to self- 
rising flour produced by manufacturers at Nashville while 
not affording the same to manufacturers of this article 
located at Macon, Ga., constitutes unjust and unlawful 
discrimination within the meaning of the Act to regulate 
commerce, which will be required to be removed. While 
upon this record our findings and order are limited to 
Nashville and Macon, there appears no reason why the 
manufacturers of self-rising flour located at the other 
points in this territory, herein referred to, should not be 
accorded the same arrangements. 


TEXAS RATES SUSPENDED 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
, Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

Rates on lignite, cattle, stock cattle, cordwood and tan- 
bark carried in Fonda’s Texas lines’ tariff were October 
31 suspended until March 1; in I. and S. 958. All other 
rates became effective November 1. 

Arguments will be heard December 6 on petitions for 
‘he reopening of the Shreveport case. The Commission 
wants to hear views on whether the case should be re- 
opened and, if so, to what extent, and what further parties, 
if any, should be allowed to intervene. 

This gives the Texas commissioners a chance to be 
heard and to consider whether they will come in. 


- 
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Texas shippers believe they won a substantial victory 
when the Commission suspended some of the rates carried 
in Fonda’s Texas Lines tariff, I. C. C. 2-B, and when it 
decided to have arguments on the petitions that had been 
filed by them asking for a reopening of the entire Shreve- 
port contention. They believe they will be able to con- 
vince the Commission that there should be a reopening. 
They also have a conviction that they can prove to the 
federal body that rates proposed by the carriers in sup- 
posed compliance with the latest Shreveport orders wouiu 
be unjust and unreasonable. 

It is the distinct understanding among those who have 
had to do with the Shreveport case that the ‘Texas com- 
missioners will be officially represented at the argument 
in favor of reopening on December 6. Chairman Allison 
Mayfield of the Texas commission is one of those asking 
for a rehearing. His name was attached to the petition 
on telegraphic authorization sent to Attorney-General 
Looney. That telegram from Mr. Mayfield was the first 
official utterance of the Texas commission in the Shreve- 
port controversy. Mr. Mayfield, it is believed, was won 
over to signing the application for reheqring on representa- 
tions by fellow Texans that the point of the federal com- 
missioners was well taken when they pointed out, that the 
Texas commissioners had never said or done anything to 
help the federal authorities arrive at a proper conclusion 
as to what adjustment of rates. out of Shreveport into 
Texas should be made to remove the discrimination found 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission. The Texans well 
understand that it is the expectation of the Commission 
that if that controversy is reepened it will be for no 
purpose other than the uttering of a final word in the 
celebrated controversy. 


There is no misunderstanding between the Texans and 
the Interstate Commerce Commission as to the attitude of 
the former toward the tariff which has been suspended, in 
part. While the Texans participated in the informal con- 
ference, they made it plain that they intended to resort to 
the courts for the protection of what they conceive to be 
the rights of the state. 


Attorney-General Looney, as their spokesman, said it 
was his intention to fight the tariff purporting to be in 
compliance with the Commission’s last Shreveport order 
because he believes it to be beyond the authority to be 
found in the Supreme Court’s decision in the Shreveport 
case. 

There has been no distinct definition of the points the 
Texans intend to make'in the courts. It is believed, how- 
ever, they intend to assert and undertake to prove that 
some of the rates named in the Fonda tariff are not 
necessary for the removal of discrimination against 
Shreveport and therefore, such rates are in contravention 
cf the laws of Texas which deposit the rate-making power 
in the hands of the state railroad. commissioners. One 
of the points made at the informal Shreveport conference 
is that the rates on live stock and stock cattle carried 
in the Fonda tariffs from Texas points of origin to Fort 
Worth cannot be sustained on the theory that they are 
necessary to remové a discrimination against Shreveport. 
There are no packing houses at Shreveport and Texas 
cattle do not move into the Louisiana city. By way of 
answer to that point it was said at the informal con- 
ference that the Texas live stock rates discriminate 
against packers at Oklahoma City. There was no serious 
dispute about the accuracy of that contention. However, 
the question was raised as to whether the federal Com- 
mission or the railroads under pretense of removing a 
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discrimination against Shreveport could justify rates, 
which, if allowed to become operative, would have the 
effect of removing a discrimination against Oklahoma 
’ City packers, who had not complained and who might 
never raise objections to the supposed discrimination. The 
courts, time and again, have pointed out that the law 
does not permit the Commission to remove unlawful sit- 
uations which may be discovered as an incident to a 
complaint not directly involving an unlawful adjustment 
elsewhere. In other words, if, in the trial of a complaint 
against the Pennsylvania Company, the testimony taken 
therein should tend to show undue discrimination by the 
Baltimore & Ohio, the authority of the Commission is not 
broad enough to enter an order against the last-mentioned 
carrier in a complaint lodged only against the Pennsyl- 
vania. 

In the opinion written by Justice Hughes in the Shreve- 
port case the Supreme Court laid down the proposition 
without qualification “that the limitation of the proviso 
in section 1 (excluding rates wholly within one state from 
the operations of the Act to regulate commerce) does not 
apply to a case “of this sort’—that is, to a case arising 
under the third or non-discrimination section. 


CAR SUPPLY AND CONDITION 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorade Building, Washington, D. C. 


A report on supply of freight cars is going to be made 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission semi-monthly, as 
of the first and fifteenth of each month. A freight car con- 
dition report is to be made quarterly, as of January 1 and 
the quarter days from that time forward. 

The car supply order was to have become operative 
on October 15, but inasmuch as the order of the Com- 
mission, under date of October 2, was not sent to the 
carriers until October 28, there will be no car supply 
report for October 15 unless the carriers have the data 
at hand and care to supply it. They will, however, be 
expected to make the report as of November 1. 

The order, form and instructions for each kind of re- 
port was sent out by the Commission on one sheet of 
paper, the order omitting the roster of the Commission that 


is usually to be found at the head or each order or report, 


and in other ways showing a determination to conserve 
the supply of paper. The semi-monthly car supply report 
is to be made on a white paper form and the quarterly 
report on the condition of cars on a pink sheet. The 
questions to be answered in making up the semi-monthly 
report are as follows: (1) Name of reporting carrier; 
(2) report to the Interstate Commerce Commission as of 
7 a. m.; (3) number of carloads of freight awaiting cars; 
(4) number of empty cars available for loading; (5) num- 
ber of empty cars moving in trains; (6) number of loaded 
cars awaiting unloading; (7) available car supply applica- 
ble to requirements covered by item 3; (8) total number 
of. cars owned: (or leased) by respondent; (9) number 
of respondent’s cars on respondent’s road; (10) number 
of other carriers’ cars on respondent’s road; (11) total 
number of railway-owned cars on respondent’s road; (12) 
number of private cars on respondent’s road. 

For the. guidance of reporting officers the Commission 
pave these instructions: 

“(1) If the report covers a system embracing more 
than one operating company, give the names of such op- 
erating companies in brackets immediately following the 
name of such system. 

“(2) Reports are to be made as of 7 a. m. of the first 
and the fifteenth day of each month. 
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“(3) This may be computed from unfilled requirements 
(estimated if not definitely known) for empty cars to be 


‘loaded within the ensuing 24 hours. 


“(4) This should include only empty cars on hand at 
stations on respondent’s road. 

“(5) This should include only empty cars moving in 
trains on respondent’s road. 

“(6) This should include loaded cars awaiting unload- 
ing at stations and not loaded cars in transit. 

“(7) This should include all cars reported in item 4 
and a proportion of cars reported in items 5 and 6, based 
on the percentage of each class which the carrier’s ex- 
perience shows will probably be available for loading 
within the ensuing 24 hours, 

“Items 4, 5, 6 and 7 should include cars in shop or 
awaiting shop. All items giving numbers of cars should 
exclude cabooses, also cars permanently retired from serv- 
ice or awaiting condemnation.” 

The questions to be answered in making up the quar- 
terly report of condition of freight cars are: 


Name of reporting carrier 

Report to the Interstate Commerce Commission for first 
Gris ning 4a oheaeel scene ener son Punts i) 

: 1 2 3 
Freight Cars. 


3.” Respondent’s cars on respondents’s road.. 
Other carriers’ cars on respondent’s road.. 
Total railway-owned cars on respondent’s 

road - 

Private cars on respondent’s road 

Total cars owned ‘or leased) by respondent 

— installed in service during last quar- 
er 

Units withdrawn from service during last 
quarter 

10. Net increase or 

service 


decrease in units 


1—Total number of cars. 

2—Number of cars in shop or awaiting shop (include under 
this head all freight-carrying ‘cars not fit for service). 

3—Per cent of cars in shop or awaiting shop. 

The instructions are as follows: 

“(1) If the report covers a system embracing more than 
one operating company, give the names of. such operating 
companies in brackets immediately following the name of 
such system. 

“(2) Reports are to be made as of the first day of 
January, April, July and October in each year. 

(3) to (7) Returns should show conditions as of the . 
date given for item 2. 

“(8), (9) and (10) Returns should show changes in 
the number of cars during the three months preceding the 
date given for item 2. 

“Returns for items 3 to 10 should be restricted to freight- 
carrying cars in freight service only. Cabooses should not 
be included.” 


COMMISSION ORDERS. 

Cases 8862, Ohio Blowers Co. vs. New York Central 
et al.; 8929, Standard Oil Co. vs. New York Central et al.; 
8692, Mitchell Auto & Supply Co. et al. vs. C., M. & St. P. 
et al.; 8798, Lea Street Baptist Sunday School vs. Va. & 
S. W., and 8205, Powell Coal Co. vs. C., M. & St. P. et al., 
are dismissed at complainants’ request. ; 

Case Nos. 7892 and 7893, of the Royal Milling Co. vs. 
Gt. Nor. Ry. Co., and 7894, of the Royal Milling Co. vs. 
Great Northern Railway Co. et al., have been reopened 
for oral argument. 

Complainants having failed to put in appearance at 
hearing in Case No. 8415, R. R. Hodges vs. Ala., Tenn. & 
Nor. et al., and 8502, Phillips Hardware Co. vs. Detroit 
& Cleve. Nav. Co. et al., complaints have been dismissed. 

The Edison Portland Cement Company has been allowed 
to intervene in case 9095, Vulcanite Portland Cement 
Co. et al. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al. 
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The Regulation Investigation 


History and Purpose of the Legislation Providing for the Newlands Committee—Plans for 
the Inquiry—Railroad Dissatisfaction Responsible for Present 
Attempt to Revise the Law 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


As soon after election as the statesmen can rest up a 
bit, the Newlands committee will begin the discharge of 
the duties laid upon it by the law of its creation, Senate 
Joint Resolution No. 60. Chairman Newlands has made 
up a tentative program and sent to to those he thinks 
may manifest an interest in the subject. 

The. proceeding is really an investigation of investi- 
gators and regulators. In adopting the resolution Con- 
gress, in effect, announced that the regulation of common 
carriers by the Interstate Commerce Commission and the 
regulating bodies of the states has not been an entire 
success. President Wilson in his address to Congress 
said things which, when compressed into a single question, 
amounted to an inquiry as to whether the regulation that 
has resulted from the state and federal laws is the best 
that American genius can produce. 

Practically everybody agrees that regulation must be 

defective because it produces a supposedly great quantity 
of dissatisfaction. It is so long since the railroads 
regulated themselves that the ordinary man cannot make 
an accurate comparison of the quantity of dissatisfaction 
then with the amount now in existence. Ten years ago 
the dissatisfaction with the Act to regulate commerce 
resulted in its being revamped, so that the Cullom law of 
1887, with its various amendments, chief of which was 
the Elkins anti-rebate act of 1893, became the Hepburn 
That law gave the Commission power, in 
plain language, to prescribe rates-for the future. 
.. Four years later there was still so much dissatisfaction 
in regard to the power exercised by the railroads of put- 
ting into effet any rates that pleased their fancy, that the 
law was again changed. so as to give the Commission 
the power to suspend tariffs pending -an investigation to 
determine whether the rates were. reasonable. - In 1912 
there was_°still’ dissatisfaction because the railroads 
possessed’ the power to drive water carriers out of busi- 
ness and thereby free themselves from competition. There- 
fore Congréss enacted the Panama Canal part of the 
Act to regulate commerce. -That part of the law. forbids 
any railroad to own or control a water carrier with which 
it.does. or may compete except.on permission from the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. .It also authorizes the 
Commission to make rates,. by..rail, to ports, on which 
goods may be carried.to the port, for further carriage 
by water, technically .known as proportional rates, as 
distinguished from. joint through rates. Under such rates 
the common. carrier by railroad.tells the world in. general 
that will carry the described. goods for such and such 
sums. of. money, proyided they are intended for further 
shipment—that is to say, they are not interested in the 
carrier who will or may carry the goods beyond and is 
therefore willing to take the rates specified .as its’ pro- 
portion of the revenue -derived from what. would really 
he. a joint enterprise. . 


Lake: Lines’: Divotce: - a 


In ‘fts enthusiasm’the Commission’ entered dstreen of 
divorée separating their great laké-steamship lines from 
their owners; the- eastern trunk- lines,’ -because,’-in the 


opinion of the Commission, the retention of those lake 
lines would not be in the public interest. Likewise, in 
its enthusiasm, the Commission also ordered the separa- 
tion of the Chesapeake Bay lines from their owners on 
the same theory that the public interest would be better 
served if the rail or water lines were under different 
management. The boats on the Great Lakes have been 
taken over by the Great Lakes Transit Corporation, which 
has no community of interest with the railroads, but the 
result has been far from satisfactory. Shippers are pay- 
ing higher rates than they paid while the boats were 
under railroad control and the service is said to be less 
satisfactory. 


When the situation on the Great Lakes worked out so 
disastrously, Baltimore shipping interests almost got down 
on their knees to the Commission asking it to change 
its decree of divorce or at least to postpone the operative 
date until such time as the Baltimore shippers could 
make arrangements to have independently owned boats 
operate on the lines theretofore operated by the railroad- 
owned lines. The postponement was made several months 
ago, and the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, the owner 
of the sips, restored the service which it had given notice 
of discontinuing, in accordanee with the order of the 
Commission. 


There is no prospect now of the shipping public being 
able to persuade really independent capital to provide 
ships unless at the time the new sips are placed in com- 
mission, the Interstate Commerce Commission requires 
the connecting railroads to enter into through route and 
joint rate arrangements, such as they now maintain with 
the boat lines owned by them. That is a condition prece- 
dent which independent capital demands shall be fulfilled. 
The Great Lakes Transit Corporation did not impose such 
a condition, so that when it began operations it refused 
to make as advantageous arrangement, for the shippers, 
as had been in effect under the old regime. 


Proportional Rates to Ports. 


The Commission thus far has done practically nothing 
under that part of the law authorizing and directing it 
to establish proportional rates to the ports applicable on 
traffic to be carried therefrom by ships. In what is re- 
garded as a test case, the Commission laid down the rule 
that it would not order the establishment of such pro- 
portional rates unless the common carrier by water was 
actually in operation and prepared to carry business. That 
seemed such a perversion of the law, that the Senate, by 
resolution, in August directed the Commission to reopen 
that case. The regulating body has technically complied 
with the resolution of the Senate, but that is all. 

-The Charleston & Norfolk’ Steamship. Company,. the 
applicant for the establishment of such proportional rates, 
at the time it filed its petition; had no steamers. and: only 
a comparatively small sum. of money in its.treasury to 


-be dévoted- tothe construction .or chartering’ of boats. 


Naturally, the compatiy’has done nothing since the Com- 
mission rendered its. opinion, because. its -promoters: are 
uncertain what the Commission would :do-in the event it 
merely chartered a boat or-twofor one or two experimental 


912 


trips. Its promoters desired the establishment of the 
proportional rates so that it might make experimental 
operations. It proceeded on the theory that if its experi- 
ments were not satisfactory the mere fact that propor- 
tional rates had been ordered would not be great damage 
to the railroads and its own losses would be no greater 
than it could afford to stand, so that it might have definite 
information as to whether it had found a feasible project. 


Difference in Causes of Legislation. 


The dissatisfaction that caused the changes in the Act 
to regulate commerce in the years mentioned was on the 
part of shippers; the discontent causing the adoption of 
the Newlands resolution was among the railroads. That 
is the fundamental distinction between the underlying 
causes of the legislation, actual and proposed, that has 
been discussed. Ever since the amendments adopted in 
1906 railroad capitalists and railroad managers have been 
asserting that dual regulation by state and nation has 
been becoming intolerble. They have been telling the 
public that it has been exacting rates and services from 
them for which the rates allowed by the state and federal 
commissions have been inadequate. 

In the fall of 1914 a number of financiers appeared 
before the Interstate Commerce Commission and told it 
that unless it allowed the requested five per cent advance 
in rates it would be hard, if not impossible, for them 
to procure additional capital for the development of rail- 
road properties. Clifford Thorne, the chief attorney for 
shippers in that celebrated five per cent case, submitted 
a mass of figures to show that the capital invested in 
railroads was being fairly well paid. His figures pur- 
ported to show that, as a rule, railroad capital was re- 
ceiving a larger return than was received by money in- 
vested in industrial enterprises. The Commission dis- 
agreed with him and allowed the higher rates to become 
effective in January, 1915. 

About the beginning of the session of Congress of 1915 
Senator Underwood of Alabama had a talk with President 
Wilson in which they discussed the contentions of the 
railroad financiers and railroad officials. The outcome of 
that talk was the devotion by President Wilson of a part 
of his address to Congress, on its assembling in December, 
1915, to a vague discussion of the troubles of the railroads. 
Inasmuch as the President had done as much as he thought 
seemly for the railroads in their five per cent case, his 
remarks in his annual address were construed as an 
appeal to Congress to give the carriers some help. He 
suggested an investigation to determine whether the regu- 
lation which the states and the nation required of rail- 
roads was as good a system as could be devised arid, 
broadly speaking, whether the transportation system of 
the country was a credit to American genius. 

Almost immediately after that address Senator New- 
lands and Representative Adamson offered identical res- 
olutions, which, when slightly changed in wording, were 
adopted and are now known as the Newlands Resolution 
No. 60. 

‘ Railroad Dissatisfaction. 

Therefore, when this prospective overhauling of the Act 
to regulate commerce is undertaken, it will be the result 
of railroad dissatisfaction and not shippers’ dissatisfaction. 
In the unofficial way that understandings arise in Wash- 
ington among those who keep account of the doings of 
public men, it is understood that the main object of the 
Newlands resolution was to bring forth a recommendation 
that state commissions be deprived of their power to 
make rates. 
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Congress, not by the advocates of the Newlands resolution, 
but by those who were unwilling to act on it without 
inquiry as to what was the ulterior motive of those pro- 
posing it, if any. Chairman Adamson of the House com- 
mittee on interstate and foreign commerce said that if 
if he had any reason to believe the ulterior object of 
the resolution was to deprive state commissions of the 
rate-making power, he would not support it. 

One undisputed fact is that the tendency of the New- 
lands resolution was to hold up all proposed legislation 
relating to common carriers. It was made to act as a 
barrier to the Adamson, bill to enlarge the Commission 
to nine members and to authorize it to divide itself into 
sub-commissions if it so desired. President Wilson tried 
to have that measure made an exception to the stop 
order. Senators Cummins, Borah, Kenyon, La Follette 
and others who have made the cause of the shipper 
their special employment, however, refused to allow the 
exception to be made. They bluntly said they would not 
allow that bill to be passed, because they did not want 
to give President Wilson an opportunity to make any 
more appointments to the Commission. They acted on 
their conviction that President Wilson had brought pres- 
sure to bear on the Commission. in behalf of the railroads 
in the five per cent case and that that body had reversed 
its first decision against the railroads because of the 
pressure from the White House. They believed that the 
White House influence had caused two commissioners 
appointed by Mr. Wilson to reverse themselves. 

Provisions of Resolution. 

On motion of Senator Borah, an opponent of govern- 
ment ownership, the Newlands resolution was amended 
so as to require the joint committee composed of five 
members of the interstate commerce committee of each 
house to inquire into “the wisdom or feasibility of such 
(common carrier) utilities,’ and “the comparative work 
and efficiency of government regulation and control as 
compared with government ownership and operation,” in- 
cluding under this head: (a) The practical results of 
government ownership, both as to efficiency and economy 
where actually practiced; (b) whether government owner- 
ship is compatible with our system of government and 
what its effect will be on our governmental institutions; 
(c) whether a system of government ownership will suit 
local needs, and (d) a practical method of securing govern- 
ment ownership, whether by purchase or condemnation 
of properties, or by purchase or by condemnation of 
bonded stock interests, or otherwise. 


Program for Hearings. 

The time of the first hearing is Nov. 20, at ten o’clock 
in the morning. It is to be held in Room 326, Senate 
Office building, in Washington. In announcing the tenta- 
tive program for the committee Chairman Newlands said: 

“It is the desire of the committee to give ample op- 
portunity to all interested in or having any relation to 
the subject matter of the proposed inquiry to express 
their views. But the committee would like early notice 
of the subjects to be discussed by the various persons 
appearing before it, so that the hearing can be, as far 
as practicable, in orderly sequence as to subjects. The 
purpose of the committee is to hear regarding govern- 
ment regulation and government ownership the opinions 
of economists and publicists of eminence, representatives 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, the National 
Association of State Railroad Commissioners, state rail- 
road and public utility commissions, representatives of 
the railroad executives and labor organizations, repre- 
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sentatives of farming organizations, and farmers, shippers 
and bankers, representatives of chambers of commerce 
and other important business and industrial organizations. 
The subjects to be considered are stated in general terms 
in the joint resolution and cover: 


‘* * * the subject of the government control and reg- 
ulation of interstate and foreign transportation,’ including 
therein specifically: 


(a) ‘* * * the efficiency of the existing system in 


protecting the rights of shippers and carriers and in pro- 


moting the public interest. 

(b) ‘* * * the incorporation or control of the in- 
corporation of carriers: 

(c) ‘* * * and all proposed changes in the organ- 

ization of the Interstate Commerce Commission and the 
Act to regulate commerce. 
‘* #* * the subject of government ownership of all pub- 
lic utilities, such as telegraph, wireless, cable, telephone, 
express companies, and railroads engaged in interstate 
and foreign commerce,’ including specifically: 

(a) ‘* * * the wisdom or feasibility of government 
ownership of such utilities. 

(b) ‘“ * * the comparative worth and efficiency of 
government regulation and control as compared with gov- 
ernment ownership and operation.’ ” 

Under the head of government regulation and control, 
without excluding other questions, attention is particu- 
larly called to the following subjects: 

“(a) Whether the Interstate Commerce Commission is 
overloaded and whether its-jurisdiction should be confined 
to questions of discriminations, rebates and rates, its 
jurisdiction over other subjects, such as valuation, safety 
inspection, etc., to be turned over to some other body or 
bureau to be created by law. 

“(b) Whether it is necessary to make any change in 
the organization of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
with a view to prompt and efficient action; whether it 
is feasible to increase the number of commissioners and 
to permit them to divide into several departments for 
the consideration of cases, and, if so, whether there shall 
also be consideration in bank and also whether there 
shall be appeal from decisions in the department to the 
Commission in bank. 

“(c) Whether such departments of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission shall sit in Washington, or be assigned 
to definite traffic areas somewhat after the manner of 
the judicial circuits, and whether in the latter case there 
should be provision for their sitting in bank at Washing- 
ton or for some central body in Washington with the 
duty of hearing appeals and directing the procedure of 
the departments. : 

“(d) Whether under the present system the credit of 
the common carriers is assured with a view to their 
securing the moneys needed for necessary improvements 
and extensions in the interest of the public and at rea- 
sonable rates of interest. Whether government regula- 
tion of the issue of securities is advisable, and, if so, 
whether it is to,the interest of the public as well as the 
carriers that this regulation should be exercised by the 
national government, and whether it should involve merely 
publicity or absolute control of the issue of securities. 
Whether concurrent jurisdiction of the nation and the 
states to control such issues is in the interest of the 
carriers and the public. What will be the field of opera- 
tions for the state railroad commissions in the interest 
of the public if the control of securities and the control 
of rates is vested in the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
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sion. Whether and to what extent within a period of five 
years it will be necessary to enlarge the facilities of 
the common carriers in the interests of the public and 
whether the present system of government regulation is 
such as to insure the credit of the carriers with a view 
to their making additional necessary expenditures? 

“(e) What is the effect of dual regulation on the parts 
of the states and the nation of the rates of carriers? 
What, if any, contradictions does it involve, and what, if 
any, discriminations does it involve as between states and 
localities ? 

“(f) Whether or not any regulation is feasible of the 
wages and hours of employes of common carriers, and 
whether or not it is advisable, in the interest of the public 
and with a view to maintaining uninterrupted commerce 
between the states, to take any further legislative action 
regarding the adjustment of disputes between the carriers 
and their employes and regarding strikes and lockouts. 

“(g) Whether any national legislation is required as 
to the organization of carriers in interstate commerce in 
the nature of national incorporation, permissive or com- 
pulsory, or in the nature of national holding companies 
under which state corporations may be controlled and 
unified in their operations in the interest of interstate 
commerce, and what form of national legislation for the 
incorporation of carriers or for holding companies owning 
the stock of state companies, is desirable. How will na- 
tional incorporation affect the police powers of the states 
over railroads operating within their boundaries? Will 
it be advisable, as in the case of the national banks, for 
the national government to prescribe a uniform rule for 
the taxation by the states of railroad properties and 
securities?” 


CHANDLER ON REGULATION 


(Letter under date of Oct. 27, 1916, from W. H. Chandler, of 
Boston, to Frank W. Noxon, secretary, Railway Business Asso- 
ciation, New York.) 


Upon my return to the office I find your letter of the 
20th and a pamphlet by Mr. George A. Post,* which I have 
read with interest. In replying to you, I am expressing 
nothing more than my personal opinion, and I am noi 
voicing the views of the Boston Chamber of Comferce. I 
say this because our committee on transportation has made 
a report to our directors and this report is now before 
the directors for consideration. Under the rules of this 
organization matters of this character have to be passed 
upon by the executive committee and board of directors 
before the policy of the chamber is determined. 

I desire, however, to give you my personal views in 
reply to your letter, because they are very closely in accord 
with those of Mr. Post. There are one or two points upon 
which I believe that Mr. Post would hold different views if 
he came in closer contact with the details to which they 
refer. 

The first point upon which I cannot agree with Mr. Post 
is Section A of Question 6. If the Commission is not to 
enforce the act, then some other machinery must be created 
for the purpose of doing so. There is no other branch of 
the government fitted to detect iHegal practices with re- 
spect to interstate commerce. I do not believe that the 
Interstate Commerce Commission has ever done anything in 
connection with the enforcement of the Act that any fair- 
minded person can construe as an arbitrary exercise of 
power, nor has it ever acted as judge and jury. 

*Reply of George A. Post, President of the Railway Business 


Association, to the questionaire of the National . Industrial 
be League, was printed in The Traffic World, Oct. 21, 1916, 


p. 8 
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Section 12 of the Act to regulate commerce imposes upon 
the Commission the duty of enforcing the provisions of 
the Act, and it distinctly provides that 

“It shall be the duty of any district attorney of the 
United States to whom the Commission may apply to in- 
stitute in the proper court and to prosecute under the 
direction of the Attorney-General of the United States, all 
necessary proceedings for the enforcement of the provi- 
sions of the act and for the punishment of all violations.” 

This, it seems to me, answers the criticism that the 
Commission is judge and jury. No carrier that observes 
the law need have any fear of the Commission. It must 
be clear to anyone who is familiar with the operation of 
the act that criticism of this character is not well founded. 
If the Commission is not to enforce the act, who is? Is 
the motive back of this proposition to make the work in 
this direction less effective? What is the specific charge 
and on what is it based? 

The only other criticism that I have to offer is that re- 
garding the suspension of rate advances. Anyone in touch 
with the freight tariff situation will know how a rule such 
as that suggested by Mr. Post would operate if the car- 
riers saw fit to take advantage of it. Anyone familiar 
with the practice of refunding overcharges that have been 
collected by carriers under the conditions he proposes 
will know the great hardship that this works in many 
cases, and that a part of the money is never refunded to 
those to whom it should be. Generally speaking, rates 
that have been in effect a long time ought not to be 
changed on short notice beeause of the disturbing effect 
such changes have. 

If those who have made such an important point of the 
suspension clause of the act would only look at the last 
annual report of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
they would find how judiciously the Interstate Commerce 
Commission has used its power to suspend rates, and I 
think they would ‘dwell less upon the importance of this 
subject. That report shows that during the twelve months 
ending October 31, 1915, 149449: tariff publications were 
filed, and that there were 567 applications for suspension— 
expressed in percentages, not quite four-tenths of one per 
cent (.0037). In only 199 cases (equal to .00133 per cent) 
did the Commission actually suspend. As to the 199 tariffs 
suspended, this happened: In 56 instances the carriers 
voluntarily withdrew their tariffs; in 59 instances the car- 
riers were denied the right to increase their rates, 30 
that in 115 cases out of 199 the carriers published rates 
that should not have been published. Again, in 38 instances 
the advances were allowed only in part, so that in 147 
instances the carriers filed tariffs that were either. ad- 
mittedly wrong or found so by the Commission, or only 
partially justified. In 50 cases, or slightly over .003 per 
cent of the whole, the tariffs as filed were approved by the 
Commission, the remaining cases were disposed of by 
withdrawal of protests or by the Commission vacating 
the proceedings. This is not a very clear record for the 
carriers upon which to base a protest against the unrea- 
sopableness of this provision of the act. If the carriers 
would confer a little more freely with shippers before ad- 
vancing their rates so that the shippers would not ne 
caught unawares by the sudden change, in my opinion 
there would be fewer applications for suspensions. Some 
of our New England roads have adopted this plan, and as 
a result have found it possible to get their rates advance 
much more easily than some railroads that have gone 
ahead without consuting with the shippers. 

This section of the act has been used by some to point 
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out how unjustly it operates against railroads when con- 
fronted with conditions such as will undoubtedly result 
from the “eight-hour bill.” This is a specious argument. 
The conditions that will result from that bill, if the con- 
tention of the carriers is correct, will require some gen- 
eral action on the part of the carriers and not the in- 
discriminate raising of rates here and there. This burden 
ought to be equitably distributed, and no doubt proper 
provision will. be made for the carriers if the results are 
anywhere near as bad as the carriers fear they will be. 
The situation growing out of the eight-hour bill is a most 
unusual one and should be treated on its merits, and 
should not be used as a basis for curtailing the authority 
of the Commission with respect to its power of suspension, 
particularly in view of the record of the carriers in mat- 
ters falling under this head. 

I am pleased with the position taken by Mr. Post with 
respect to the internal organization of the Commission. 
I believe that the Interstate Commerce Commission after 
an experience of thirty years knows better than any out- 
sider how its work can be performed most efficiently. I 
do not believe in a multiplication of courts. I think we 
should keep the procedure before the Commission as sim- 
ple as possible so that justice may be done to shippers and 
to the carriers with the least possible expense. The propo- 
sition advocated by some that there be district courts, 
courts of appeal, etc., will simply multiply the legal ma- 
chinery without any material benefit to anyone. It would 
make it more expensive for the shippers, more expensive 
for the carriers and in all probability would result in 
justice being denied in a number of instances because of 
the expense involved. 

The Commission, as Mr. Post says, has recommended 
some change in its manner of doing business and I be- 
lieve that we may safely leave all questions of detail to 
the Commission, a§ they will undoubtedly be worked out 
more satisfactorily than if someone not familiar with the 
actual work of the Commission attempts to determine the 
manner in which the work shall be done. 

1 feel that the act should be amended so as to require 
all common carriers to observe the law alike, particularly 
with respect to rate schedules; that the Commission should 
have power over discriminations growing out of embar- 
goes; that the carriers should be restricted in bringing 
suits against shippers in the_same degree that shippers are 
now restricted in bringing suits against carriers; that the 
jurisdiction of the Commission should be uniform with 
respect to each section of the act; that the Commission 
should have the power to investigate the physical opera- 
tion of railroads and to recommend changes, as this would 
enable the Commission to determine whether additional 
facilities, requiring increased capitaJization, were required 
or if the operating inefficiency was the direct result of 
incompetency; the moral effect of this would be highly 
beneficial. 

I am decidedly opposed to government operation of 
common carriers. I feel quite certain that if the govern- 
ment operated the railroads it would be as difficult to 
secure prompt action in cases of emergency as it is today 
to secure prompt action in dealing with certain of the 
departments. We need a. flexible system of rates—a sys- 
tem that wili meet the business requirements of the coun- 
try without any unnecessary red tape, and I feel that we 
can get this under private ownership. Furthermore, I 
kelieve that government ownership would result in reduc- 
ing the ineentive of railroad employes to put forth their 
best efforts. ; : . 





con- 
esult 
ment. 
con- 
gen- 
e in- 
irden 
roper 
$s are 
(1 be. 
most 
and 
ority 
sion, 
mat- 


with 
sion. 
after 


nded 
[ be- 
il to 
| out 
. the 
> the 


jure 
larly 
ould 
nbar- 
ging 
s are 
t the 
with 
sSion 
pera- 
‘ould 
ional 
lired 
It of 


ghly 


1 of 
yern- 
t to 
oday 
the 
Sys- 
oun- 
t we 
ie, I 
duc: 
their 


November 4, 1916 


In conclusion, I desire to say that the roads ought to 
be supported by the shippers in any reasonable request 
that will result in increased efficiency and the reduction 
of expenses—the roads must earn enough to insure ade- 
quate returns to the stockholders and adequate facilities 
for the business of the country without favoring one 
class of shippers or section of the country at the expense 
of another; that is to say, a fair relative adjustment 
should be maintained and rates made sufficiently high to 
insure the necessary income. 


LAW FOR FURNISHING CARS 


(Houston Chamber of Commerce Bulletin) 


The present car shortage has caused a revival of the 
use of articles No. 6678 to No. 6682, inclusive, of the 
Texas Civil Statutes wherein provision is made for a 
penalty when carriers do not furnish cars after written 
demand Ts made. 


According to one prominent railroad man of the city, 
the statute is one of great value during the present car 
shortage, because both the shipper and carrier are pro- 
tected. The statute provides that when shippers make 
application in writing to any superintendent, agent, or 
other persons in charge of transportation or any railway 
company, receiver or trustee operating a line of railway 
at the point the cars are desired upon which to ship any 
freight, it shall be the duty of such railway company, 
ete., to supply the number of cars so required at the 
point indicated in the application, within a reasonable 
time thereafter, not to exceed six days from the receipt 
of such application. If the application be for ten cars 
or less, the same shall be furnished in three days, and 
if the application be for fifty cars or more the railway 
company may have ten full days in which to supply the 
cars. The application must state the number of cars 
desired, the place at which they are desired and the time 
they are desired. When cars are applied for, under the 
provisions of these statutes, if they are not furnished, the 
railway company so failing to furnish them shall forfeit 
to the party or parties so applying for them the sum: of 
twenty-five dollars per day for each car failed to be fur- 
nished, to be recovered in any court of competent jurisdic- 
tion and all actual damages that applicant may sustain. 


The applicant shall, at the time of applying for such 
car or cars, deposit with the agent of the railway company 


one-fourth of the amount of the freight charges*for the 


use of such cars, unless the railway company shall agree 
to deliver such cars without such deposit. The applicant 
is required to fully load the cars within forty-eight hours 
after such car or cars have been delivered and placed and, 
upon failure to do so, he shall forfeit and pay to the 
company the sum of twenty-five dollars for each car not 
used. 

Provision is also made that where the applicant does 
not use the car so ordered by him he shall forfeit to the 
railway company, in addition to the twenty-five dollars per 
day penalty, the actual damages that such company may 
sustain by the failure of the applicant to use the cars. 
When cars are so supplied and loaded, it shall be the duty 
of the railway company to deliver the freight to the con- 
signee within a reasonable time andthe party or parties 
to whom :the freight is consigned shall unload the cars 
within forty-eight hours after delivery’ and notice or for- 
feit to the railway company the sum of twenty-five dollars 
per day for each day so left unloaded. 
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WESTERN CLASSIFICATION 


Official Docket of Hearings Before the West- . 

ern Classification Committee on Applica- 

tions for Changes in Ratings, Rules, 
Etc., in Classification 54 


The Western Classification Committee, 


. C. Fyfe, Chairman; H. C. Bush, W. E. Prendergast. 
The Western Classification Committee will, on the dates and 
at the hours named, consider the following applications for 
changes in ratings, rules, etc., in Classification No. 54. Inter- 
ested persons desiring to appear and present arguments will be 
heard in the committee conference room, 1875 Transportation 
Building, Chicago, unless another locality is stated, 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 22. 
Docket No. 950—9:30 A. M. Submitted by Shippers. 
Mineral Ice, in boxes or crates, fourth class. 


(New Item.) 
Docket No. 951—9:40 A. M. Submitted by Shippers. 


Screens: 

Formed by punching holes in Plate or Sheet Iron or Steel: 
Loose or in packages, L. C. L., third class; loose or in pack- 
ages, C. .L., minimum weight 24;000 pounds (subject to Rule 
6B and Note 3), class A. 

(To cancel Item 14, Page 269.) 
Docket No. 952—9:50 A. M. Submitted by Shippers. 
Tags: Cloth and Zinc combined (Laundry Tags), in boxes, 


third class. 
(New Item.) 
Docket No. 953—10:00 A. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Belting: 
Iron or Steel and Cloth, fibreboard or leather combined, in 
barrels, boxes or bundles, second class. 
(Cancels Item 7, Page 158.) 
Docket No. 954—10:15 A. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Batting, Bats, Filling, Mattress Felts or Pads, cotton or jute: 
In boxes, first class; in bales, not machine pressed, i. C€. Ta, 
first class; in bales, not machine pressed, straight or mixed 
©... tae minimum weight 10,000 pounds (subject to Rule 6B), 
second class; in machine pressed bales, L. C. L., second 
class; in machine pressed bales, straight or mixed c. ts, 
minimum weight 18,000 pounds (subject to Rule 6B), third 


class. 

(To cancel Items 12, Page 172, 22, Page’189, 7, Page 193.) 
Docket No. 955—10:30 A. M. Proposed by Shippers. 
Jute Refuse (bag factory sweepings or waste): In bales, L. C, 

L., fourth class; in bales, L., minimum weight 30,000 


pounds, class E. 
(New item.) 


Docket No. 956—10:45 A. M. 


Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 


Vehicle Parts: 
Automobile Parts: 


Dashes: Iron or steel, tinfnishea: Flat or nested in boxes 
or: crates, C. L. C., ‘second class; flat or nested in pack- 
be a named, Cc. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds, fourth 
‘class. 

Dashes: Iron or steel, finished, or wooden, with or without 
steering gear attached, or with or without equipment of 
transmission coils: In ‘boxes or crates, L. C. L., class Dl; 
in packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24, 00 pounds 
(subject to Rule 6B), third class. 

(To cancel Item 20, Page 376.) 


Docket No. 957—11:00 A. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 

, by Western Committee. 

Vehicle Parts: 
Automobile Parts: 

Wheels: Weighing each 200 pounds or over, with drums, 
gears, motors, sprockets or rubber tires attached, or 
without drums, gears, motors, sprockets or rubber tires, 
loose or in packages, L, C. L., first class. 


Wheels: Weighing each less tian 200 pounds: Rubber tired, 
finished, wrapped or in boxes, C. L., class D1; in the 
white, loose or in packages, L. C. L., one and one-half 
times first class. Without rubber tires, finished, wrapped, 
or in boxes or crates, L. C. L., one and one-half times 
first class; in the white, loose or in packages, L. C. L., 
first class: loose or in packages, Cc. L., minimum weight 
30,000 pounds, third class. 

(Cancels Items 11, 12, 18, 14 and 15, Page 3877.) 
Automobiles Parts, not ‘otherwise indexed by name: 

Aluminum, brass, bronze or copper: In barrels, boxes Psa 
crates, L. Cc. L., first class; in packages named, C. 
we weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 6B), third 
class 

Babbitt metal or white metal alloy: In barrels, boxes or 
crates, L. C. L., first class; loose or in packages, C. L., 
en weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 6B), third 
clas 

Iron or Steel: In barrels, boxes or crates, L. C. L., second 
class; loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 6B), fourth class. 

(Cancels Item 19, Page 377.) 


\ 
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Docket No. 958—11:15 A. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Vehicle Parts: 
Automobile Parts: 

Axles: With gear attached: In boxes or crates, L. C. L., 
first class; in packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
30,000 pounds, fourth class. 

Axles, without gears: Loose or in packages, L. C. L., sec- 
ond class; loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
36,000 pounds, class A. 

(Cancels Items 13 and 14, Page 376.) 

Engine Hoods: Not nested, in boxes, bundles or crates, 
L. C. L., first class; nested, in boxes, bundles or crates, 
L. C. L., second class; loose or in packages, C. L., mini- 
mum weight 30,000 pounds, fourth class. 

Fenders (Mud Guards), Running Boards or Running Board 
Shields: Not flat nor nested, in boxes, bundles or crates, 
L. C. L., class D1; in packages named, C. L., minimum 
weight 10,000 pounds (subject to Rule 6B), second class. 
Flat or nested: In boxes, bundles or crates, L. C. L., sec- 
ond class; in packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
30,000 pounds, fourth class. 

Docket No. 959—11:30 A. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Vehicles Parts: 
Automobile Parts: 

Bodies: Passenger: Finished: In boxes or crates, L. C. L., 
three times first class; loose or packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 10,000 pounds (subject to Rule 6B), first class. 

Bodies: Passenger: Not finished: S. U. or partially K. D.: 
Loose, L. C. L., three times first class; in boxes or crates, 
L. C. L., two and one-half times first class; loose or in 
packages, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 pounds (subject 
to Rule 6B), first class. 

Bodies: Passenger: Not finished: Completely K. D.: In 
boxes, bundles or crates, L. C. L., one and one-half times 
first class; loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
30,000 pounds, class A. a 

Bodies: Freight: With fixed or standing tops, in boxes or 
crates, L. C. L., two and one-half times first class; with- 
out fixed or standing tops, loose, L. C. L., two and one- 
half times first class; in boxes or crates, L. C. L., class 
D1; loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 10,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 6B), first class. 

(Cancels Items 15 and 17, Page 376, and Item 1, Page 22, Sup- 
plement 2.) 
Docket No. 960—11:45 A. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Vehicles Parts: 
Automobile Parts: , 

Mixed carloads of two or more articles as specified under 
Automobile Parts, loose or in packages, as provided for 
straight C. L. shipments, will be taken at the highest 
rating provided for carload quantities of any article in the 
shipment. The minimum weight shall be the highest car- 
load minimum ‘weight provided for any article in the 
shipment. 

Mixed carloads of one or more articles as specified under 
Automobile Parts, loose or in packages as provided for 
straight carload shipments and Engine Cooling Radiators; 
Gas Engine Exhaust Pots or Mufflers, iron or steel, or 
Motor Vehicle Springs, Elliptic or Semi-Elliptic, loose or 
in packages as provided for straight C. L. shipments, will 
be taken at the highest rating provided for carload quan- 
tities of any article in the shipment. The minimum 
weight shall be the highest carload minimum weight pro- 
vided for any article in the shipment. 

Docket No. 961—1:30 P. M. 

Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
Western Committee. 
Zinc, in barrels or 


b 
Electrical Appliances: Dry Battery Shells, 
boxes, class D1. 


(New item.) 
Docket No. 962—1:45 P. M. 
RULE 12. 


Articles Requiring Two or More Cars. 

Charges for articles which, on account of their length, require 
two or more cars, shall be computed at carload rate and actual 
weights, subject to minimum weights established by carrier 
for each car used, provided that on articles having no carload 
rating, or on less than carload shipments of articles having a 
ecarload rating, the minimum charge shall be equal to that for 
4,000 pounds at first class rate for each car used. 

Docket No. 963—2:00 P. M. Submitted by Uniform Committee. 
Petroleum or Petroleum Products, including Compounded Oils 
or Greases having a Petroleum base (see Notes 1 and 2). 
Note 2.—Petroleum or Petroleuum Products having flash 
point lower than 200 degrees Fahrenheit, will be accepted for 
transportation in tank,cars only when consigned to parties 
accepting delivery on private sidings or when consigned to 
parties accepting delivery from railroad sidings where facili- 
ties exist for piping the oil from tank cars to permanent 
storage tanks. 
(To cancel Note 2 under Item 16, Page 302.) 
Docket No. 964—2:30 P. M. Proposed by Shippers. 
Meat Substitutes, in metal cans in boxes, fourth class. 


Docket No. 965—2:45 P. M. ; Submitted by Carriers. 

To amend Item 20, Page 124, Classification No. 54, by adding 
provision that Bakery Goods will not be accepted for trans- 
portation when packed in Sheet Iron or Steel Drums. 


Docket No. 966—3:15 P. M 


Proposed by Shippers. 


Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 

Feed, Animal or Poultry: 
Meal, Alfalfa or Clover: 
In bags or barrels, L. C. L., 


fourth class; in packages 
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named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000: pounds, class B; 
in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class B. 
(Now rated as Feed, Animal or Peultry, N. O. I. B. N.) 


Docket No. 967—3:30 P. M. 
Soap: 

Soap, not otherwise indexed by name, Liquid Soap or Soap 
Powders, in packages provided for straight C. L. shipments, 
mixed C. L. or in mixed C. L. with Cleaning, Scouring or 
Washing Compounds, not otherwise indexed by name or 
Washing Soda (Washing Crystals or Powder), not other- 
wise indexed by name, in packages provided for straight 
C. L. shipments, will be taken at the highest rating pro- 
vided for carload quantities of any article in the shipment. 
The minimum weight shall be the highest carload minimum 
weight provided for any article in the shipment. 

(Cancels Item 1, Page 22, Supplement No. 2.) 


Docket No. 968—3:40 P. M. 
Cocoa: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels_or boxes, L. C. L., 
second class; in metal cans in crates, L. C. L., first class; 
in fiber or metal cans or cartons in barrels or boxes, L. C. 
L., fourth class; in bulk in barrels, L. C. L., fourth class; 
in packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds, 
fifth class. 


Submitted by Shippers. 


Submitted by Shippers. 


(To cancel Item 14, Page 164.) 


Docket No. 969—3:50 P. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Furniture Parts: 
Bases or Pedestals, Chair, Stool or Table, iron or steel: 

In wired bundles, L. C. L., first class; in barrels, boxes or 
crates, L. C. L., second class; loose or in packages, 
straight or mixed C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds, 
class A. 

(Cancel Items 5, 6 and 7, Page 205.) 
Eliminate following items shown as 8, 9 and 10, page 212: 
Furniture Parts: 
Furniture Trimmings, not otherwise indexed by name, metal: 

Gold or silver plated, in boxes, one and one-half times first 

class; other than gold or silver plated, in boxes, first class. 


Docket No. 970—4:00 P. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Gas Generating Apparatus: 
Acetylene: 
In boxes or crates, L. C. L., first class; in packages named, 
Cc. L., minimum weight 16,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
6-B), third class. 
Gasoline or Naphtha: 
Generator Tanks (tanks with interior fittings for carburiz- 
ing air), loose or in packages, first class. 
Gas Mixers or Gas Mixers and Regulators combined: 
Cast iron or steel, in boxes or crates, first class; other than 
cast iron or steel, in boxes or crates,, first class. 
Air Meters: 
On skids, first class; in boxes or crates, first class. 
(Cancels Item 14, Page 262, and Item 13, Page 262.) 


Docket No. 971—4:15 P. M. 
Eliminate Item 1, Page 215. 


Docket No. 972—4:25 P. M. 
Earths: 
Infusorial (Fossil, Flour, Fossil Meal, Kieselguhr): 
In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 
= 7 in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds, 
class D. 


Submitted by Carriers. 
Now covered by Item 3, Page 216. 


Submitted by Shippers. 


(To cancel Item 17, Page 179.) 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 23. 


Docket No. 973—9:30 A. M. 
Mantles: 
Gasoline, Woven Yarn, in boxes, first class. 
(New item.) 


Docket No. 974—9:45 A. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 


Submitted by Shippers. 


Slate: 
- Blocks, Pieces or Slabs, not otherwise indexed by name: 

Loose or in packages, L. C. L., fourth class; loose or in 
packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class D. 

Dust or Ground: 

In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 
agees or in bulk~C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds, 
class E. gs: : 

Marblized: 4 , 

In boxes.or crates, L. C. L., fourth class; .in packages 

named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000--pounds, class C. 
Roofing: f 

Loose, L. C. L., first class; in bundles, L. C. L., third class: 

in boxes or crates, L. C. L.. fourth class; loose or in 
s packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class C. 
crap: 

In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 
ages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds, 


class E. : 
(Cancel Item 9, Page 301.) 
Docket No. 97E—10:00 A. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Forges, portable or stationary: 
With bases or legs attached and hoods or shields attached: 
Loose or on skids, L. C. Li, 1% times first class; in boxes 
or crates, L. C. L., first class. 
With bases or legs attached, hoods or shields detached or 
without hoods or shields: : 
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In bundles_or on skids, L. C. L., 1% times first class; in 

boxes or crates, L. C. L., first class. 
With bases or legs detached, hoods or shields detached or 

without hoods or shields: d 

In bundles, L. C. L., 1% times first class; in boxes or 
crates, L. C. L., first class; in packages, loose or on skids, 
straight or mixed C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds 
(Subject to Rule 6-B), class A., 

(Cancels Item 20, Page 197.) 


Docket No. 976—10:30 A. M. Submitted by Shippers. 
Interested parties desiring to appear and present arguments 
will be heard at 10:30 A. M., in the Committee Conference Room 
1836, Transportation Building, Chicago, Ill. 
Books: 
School Drawing: 
In boxes, third class. 


Docket No. 977—10:45 A. M. 
Ashes: 
Wood: : 
In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 
ages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds, 


class E. 
(To cancel Item 18, Page 120.) 


Docket No. 978—10:55 A. M. Proposel by Shippers. 
Carriers, Second-hand, Empty, Returned, Prepaid (Subject to 
Rule 25): 
Banana, fourth class. New item. 


Docket No. 979—11:10 A. M. Proposed by Shippers. 
Lamp Standards, Electric or Gas, Portable: 
Without Shades, packed in barrels, boxes or crates, first 
class. 
(To amend Item 3, Page 6, Supplement 1.) 


Docket No. 980—11:25 A. M. Proposed by Shippers. 
Sprayers, Field, Garden or Orchard, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
S. U., loose, first class; S. U., in barrels, boxes or crates, 
first. class; K. D., in barrels, boxes or crates, third class. 
(To cancel Item 8, Page 344.) 


Docket No. 981—11:35 A. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Figures or Images, not*Statuary, not otherwise indexed by 
name: 
China, clay, composition, concrete, earthenware, marble, plas- 
ter, stoneware, terra cotta or wood: 
Packed in crates, 1% times first class; packed in barrels or 
boxes, first class. 
Wax, packed in boxes, 3 times first class. 
Iron: or Steel, in barrels, boxes or crates, first class. 
Metal, other than Iron or Steel, in barrels or boxes, 1% times 
first class. 


Submitted by Shippers. 


(Cancels Item 13, Page 291.) 
(Cancels Wax Figures and Images from Item 24, Page 302.) 
Ornaments, not Statuary, not otherwise indexed by name: 
China, clay, composition, concrete, earthenware, marble, 
plaster, stoneware, terra cotta or wood: 
Packed in crates, 1% times first class; packed in barrels or 
boxes, first class. 
Iron and Steel, in barrels, boxes or crates, first class. 
Metal, other than Iron or ,Steel: 
In barrels or boxes, 1% times first class; in crates, 1% 
times first class. 
(Cancels Items 12, 14 and 15, Page 291.) 
(Cancels Item 16, Page 291. Now covered by U. C. C.. De- 
scription Vases, iron or steel, Item 2, Page 366.) 


Docket No. 982—11:45 A. M. 

Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Box or Crate Material, wooden, in shooks or panels, not other- 

wise indexed by name: . 
In boxes, bundles or crates, L. C. L., fourth class; loose or 
in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,000. pounds, class B. 

(To cancel Item 4, Page 251.) 


Docket No. 983—1:30 P. M. 
Iron or Steel: 

Castings, Agricultural Implement, hand or other than hand, 
not otherwise indexed by name, as from mold, except be- 
ing cleaned and drilled with bolt holes and dipped to pre- 
serve from rust, not machine finished: 

Weighing each less than 50 pounds, loose, or in bundles 
weighing less than 50 pounds, L. C. L., first class;- weigh- 
ing each 50 pounds or over, loose, or in bundles weighing 
50 pounds or over, L. C. L., fourth class; im bags,. barrels 
or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in barrels with burlap 
tops, L. C. L., third class; in barrels without tops, L. C. 
L., first class; loose or in packages, straight or mixed 
Cc. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, fifth class. - 

(To cancel Items 11 and 12, Page 111.) 
Docket No. 984—2:00 P. M. Submitted by Shippers. 
Registers and Parts: 

Autographic Sales, metallic: 

In boxes, L. C. L., first class; in boxes, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds, fourth class. 

(Cancels Item 22, Page 323.) 

Cash: . 

In boxes or in locked shipping cases, L. C. L., first class; 
in packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds, 
fourth class. 

(Cancels Item 23, Page 323.) 

Cash Register Cabinets, including equipment of register op- 
erating and recording outfit if packed inside: 

In boxes or in locked shipping cases, L. C. L., first class; 
in packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds, 

fourth class. 


Submitted by Shippers. 
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Cash Register Check Boxes, glass and metal combined: 
In boxes, L. C. L., first class; in boxes, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds, fourth class. 
Drawers: Money or Desk and Money combined, with regis- 
tering attachments: 
In boxes or crates, L. C. L., first class; in boxes or crates, 
-C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds, fourth class. 
(Cancels Items 18 and 19, Page 177). 
Cash Register Stands: 
In boxes or crates: S. U., 1% times first class; K. D., sec- 
ond class. 
Demonstrating Pad Stands: 
In boxes or crates: S. U., 1% times first class; K. D:, sec- 
ond class. 
Empty Cash Register Shipping Cases, loose, first class. 
Autographic Sales Registers, metallic; Cash Registers; Cash 
Register Cabinets, including equipment of register operat- 
ing and recording outfit if packed inside; Cash Register 
Check Boxes, glass and metal combined; Money Drawers; 
Desk and Money Drawers combined with registering at- 
tachments; Telephone Switchboards; Telephones and 
parts; Cash Register Paper, plain or ruled; Cash Register 
Paper, printed (Subject to Rule 21-B); Checks or Tickets, 
Register or Sales, bound or unbound (Subject to Rule 
21-B), in mixed C. L., minimum weight 24,000 pounds, 
fourth class. 


Docket No. 985—2:30 P. M. Submitted by Uniform Committee. 
Add following note to the box ratings shown in Items 13, 16 
(other than denatured), 17, 18 and 19, Page 248: 

Note.—Wooden boxes must be nailed with cement-coated 

nails; or must be encircled by two or more metal straps; 

or must be encircled by two or more wires, ends of one or 

more wires to be sealed with metal seals; or all side joints 
must be sealed with metal seals and ends nailed. 


Docket No. 986—2:45 P. M. 
Culverts, iron or steel: 
Plate or Sheet: 

S. U., side seams open or closed, thinner than U. S. stand- 
ard gauge No. 16, nested or not nested: Inside diameter 
over 48 inches, loose or in packages, L. C! L., double first 
class; inside diameter over 24 inches and not over 48 
inches, loose or in packages, L. C. L., 1% times first class; 
inside diameter 24 inches or less, loose or in packages, L. 
Cc. L., first class. 

S. U., side seams open or closed, any diameter, nested or 
not nested, loose or in packages, straight or mixed C. L., 
minimum weight 24,000 pounds (Subject to Rule 6-B), 
fifth elass. : 

(To cancel Item 26, Page 173,,and Item 1, Page 174.) 


Docket No. 987—3:00 P. M. 
Description by Uniform and Ratings 
; by Western Committee. 
Liquors, Malt: 


Ale, Beer, Beer Tonic, Porter or Stout (Subject to Note 1): 

In glass or earthenware, in bottle carriers with tops sealed, 
L. C. L., third class; in glass or earthenware, packed in 
barrels or boxes or packed in boxes, two or more boxes 
enclosed in crates, L. C. L., third class; in glass or 
earthenware, in bottle carriers with or without tops or 
packed in barrels or boxes or packed in boxes, two or 
more. boxes enclosed in crates, straight or mixed C. L., 
minimum weight 28,000 pounds, fifth class. 

In bulk in barrels, L. C. L., third class; in bulk in barrels, 
straight or- mixed C. L., minimum weight 28,000 pounds, 
fifth class. 

In glass or earthenware, in bottle carriers with or without 
tops or packed in barrels or boxes, or packed in boxes, 
two or more enclosed in crates, and in bulk in barrels, 
straight or mixed C. L., minimum weight 28,000 pounds, 


Submitted by Shippers. 


fifth class. 
Note 1.—Following estimated weights apply on Beer in 
bulk in 

SNS 65.5.5 h55s bob tas Sas bedneecc seas 700 pounds 
a arts ab iv ASO ore d gib. odin eae eee 370 pounds 
PE 55.5 4 6's ore d-cie o'Sardp etn oes KE SEN 200 pounds 
SE I 6555605 5.5:5.0 6. 6s bean twskd heres 135 pounds 
ee = arrears 105 pounds 
a Se Se Ree 75 pounds 
Hignth barrels ......... Es dintns 4 otek eck’ 55 pounds 


(Cancels Items 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6, Page 249.) 
Docket No. 988—3:30 P. M. Submitte le 
Cigars and Cigarettes: = eee 

In wooden boxes, strapped with wood, iron or wire straps at 
the ends, and corded in the center; cord to pass in and out 
through each and every board of the four sides of the box, 
to be tightly drawn and secured with metal seals (other 
than lead), or strapped with wood, iron or wire straps at 
the ends and nailed securely at all edges with standard ce- 
ment-coated nails, nailing centers not to exceed 2 inches, 
first class. 

_ (To cancel first paragraph, Item 8, Page 4, Supplement 1.) 

Cigars and Cigarettes: 

In solid fiber board or pulp board boxes meeting the require- 
ments of Rule 42 when constructed with four flaps at each 
end, and all flaps on the bottom of the box are fastened to 
each other, at or along all joints, with metal rivets, staples 
or stitches not more than 2 inches apart, making close 
joints or seams and each inner flap on the top of the box 
is fastened across the end to one outer flap and the outer 
flaps overlap each other and are fastened together by metal 
rivets, staples or stitches not more than 2 inches apart, 
see Note 2, first class. 

(To cancel third paragraph on Page 5 of Supplement 1.) 


_Docket No. 989—3:50 P. M. 


Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Dry Goods: 


Cotton Piece Goods, see Note, not otherwise indexed by name, 
in boxes or burlapped bales or rolls, first class. 
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Note.—The rating for Cotton Piece Goods applies only on 
woven cloth, made wholly of cotton, in the original piece 
or in mill-end remnants, and does not apply on partially or 
wholly manufactured articles. 

Dry Goods, not otherwise indexed by name, in bales or boxes, 
first class. 
(Cancels Items 26 and 27, Page 178, and Item 1, Page 179.) 


Docket No. 990—4:00 P. M. Proposed by Shippers. 
Serving Tables, wheeled, K. D. flat or folded flat, in boxes or 


crates, L. C. L., second class, 
(To amend Item 2, Page 211.) 
Docket No. 991—4:10 P. M. Proposed by Shippers. 


To provide for following articles under heading of Agricul- 
tural Implements: Axles, iron or sttel; Ball Bearings; Belting, 
Leather or Cotton; Bolts, iron or steel; Nut8, iron or steel; 
Rivets, iron or steel; Chain, belting or sprocket; Wheels, gear, 
iron or steel; Wheels, Sprocket, iron or steel; at ratings now 
provided for under various headings. 

To provide carload mixture of Cream Separators, Gasoline 
Engine Trucks, Gasoline Engines and parts thereof at class A, 
carload minimum 24,000 pounds (Subject to Rule 6-B). 


Docket No. 992—4: ad P. M. 
Descriptions by Uniform and Ratings 
by Western Committee. 
Grain: 
Barley: 
In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L.; fourth class; in pack- 
ages named, C. L., minimum weight 48,000 pounds, class 
B; in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 48,000 pounds, class B. 
Buckwheat: 
In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 
ages named, C. L., minimum weight 42,000 pounds, class 
‘ B; in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 42,000 pounds, class B. 
Yorn: 
Not shelled: 
In crates, L. C. L., fourth class; in bags, barrels or boxes, 
L. C. L., fourth class; in packages named,*C. L., mini- 
mum weight 40,000 pounds, class B; in bulk, Cc. L., 
minimum weight 40,000 pounds, class B. 
Shelled: 
In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., 
ages named, C. L., minimum 


fourth class; in pack- 
weight 56,000 pounds, 


ee B; in bulk, c. 5 minimum weight 56,000 pounds, 
class 
Durra (Jerusalem Corn), Feteria, Kaffir (Kaffir Corn), 


Kaoliang, Milo (Milo Maize) or Shallu: 

In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 
ages ag Cc. L., minimum weight 56,000 pounds, class 
B; in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 56, 000 pounds, class B. 

Oats: 

In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 
ages named, C. L., minimum weight 32,000 pounds, class 
B; in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 32,000 pounds, class B. 

Rye: 

In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 
ages named, C. L., minimum weight 56,000 pounds, class 
a in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 56,000 pounds, class B. 

Spelt: , 

In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 

ages named, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds, class 
B; in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 40, 000 pounds, class B. 
Wheat: : 

In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 
ages named, C. L., minimum weight 60,000 pounds, class 
B; in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 60,000 pounds, class B. 

(Cancels Items 9, 13' and 18, Page 157.) 
Grain Products: 
Hulls, Barley, Buckwheat or Oats: 
In bags or barrels, L. C. L., fourth class; in bags or bar- 


rels, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds, class B; in 
bulk, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds, class B. 
(Cancels Item 21, Page 157.) 
Grain Products: 
a | Skimmings: 
In bags, L. C. L., fourth class; in bags, C. L., minimum 


weight 36,000 pounds, class B. 
Bran, not otherwise indexed by name: 

In fiber or metal cans or cartons, in barrels or boxes, L. C. 
L., fourth class; in bulk in bags or barrels, L. C. L., 
fourth class; in packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
36,000 pounds, class B; in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 
36,000 pounds, class B. ,» ° 


; a or Distillers’ Grains, Spent: 

ried: 

In bags or barrels, L. C. L., fourth class; in packages 
named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class B; 

w A bulk, Cc. L., minimum weight 36, 000 pounds, class B. 

e 

In barrels, L. C. L., fourth class; 
mum weight 40,000 pounds, class E; 
minimum weight 40,000 pounds, class E. 


in barrels, C. L., mini- 
in bulk, a. ; 


Feed: 
Chopped: ‘ 
In bags or barrels, L. C. L., fourth class; in packages 
named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class B; 
in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class B. 
Gluten or Gluten Meal: 
In bags or barrels, L. C. L., fourth class; in packages 
named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class B; 
in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class B. 
Ground, not otherwise indexed by name: 
In bags or barrels, L. C. L., fourth class; in packages 
named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class B; 
spate in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class’ B. 
ait: » 
In bags or barrels, L. C. L., fourth class; in packages 
named, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds, class B; 
in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds, class B. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Vol. XVIII, No. 19 


Malt Sprouts: : 

In bags, L. C. L., fourth class; in bags, C. L., minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds, class B 

Middlings or Shorts: : 
In bags or barrels, L. C. L., fourth class; in packages 

named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, class B; 
in bulk, c. oe minimum weight 36, 000 pounds, class B. 
(Cancels Items 7 and 8, Page 157; Item 20, Page 157, and 
Item 10, Page 221.) 

Grits, Brewers’ or Refined: 

In bags, barrels or boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in pack- 
ages named, straight or mixed Cc. L., minimum weight 
36,000 pounds, fifth class. 

Grits, not otherwise indexed by name, 
other than canned or Flaked Hominy: 
In inner containers in barrels or boxes, 

class; in inner containers in barrels or boxes, straight 
or mixed C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds, fifth 
class; in bulk in bags, L. C. L., fourth class; in bulk fe 
boxes, L. C. L., fourth class; in *pulk in barrels, Za, CO. 
fourth class; in bulk in bags, barrels or boxes, a ant 
or mixed C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds, fifth class; 
in inner .containers in barrels or boxes and in bulk in 
L., minimum 


Groats or Hominy 
L. C. L., fourth 


bags, barrels or boxes, straight or mixed C. 
weight 36,000 pounds, fifth class. 
(Cancels Brewers’ Corn Meal, Grits or Hominy from Item 12, 
Page 157.) 





| Official Classification 


The following are changes proposed in Official Classification 
by Docket No. 31 on which a hearing will be held by_ the 
Official Classification committee (R. N. Collyer, chairman, O. F. 
Lovenberg, secretary, J. W. Allison, D. T. Lawrence, F. 
Smith), at 143 Liberty street, New York, Wednesday, November 
8, 1916, at 10 a. m. The subjects enumerated include recom- 
mendations of the Committee on Uniform Classification respect- 
ing descriptions of articles as outlined. A subsequent hearing 
will be held in Room 1102, Congress Hotel, Chicago, Wednes- 
day, November 15, 1916, at 10 a. m. The ‘numerals in’ black- 
faced type at the left indfeate the subjects and the items, 
with the pages on which they are to be found in the present 
classification, for which it is proposed to substitute the classi- 
fication suggested as printed: 








Sub- 
ject. Page. Item. L.c.L, C.I. 
1 26 Y 


" RULE 10. 


(D) If the aggregate charge upon- any mixed carload 
shipment of articles differently classified or rated in car- 
loads is less on basis of the C. L. rate for the article or 
articles taking the highest class or rate and on basis of 
the highest carload minimum weight on any article in 
the shipment than would accrue under Rule 10 (C), the 
shipment will be charged at the rate for the highest 
classed or rated article or articles and at the highest 
minimum carload weight (actual or estimated weight if 
in excess of the highest minimum weight) for any 
article. contained in the mixture. 


2 oe aa 
That specific rating be provided for: 
Compounds: 
Bleach Assistant: 
Dry 
Aa i SE 65.6 6-0 knks aeee een ts sa 
In bulk in barrels, C. L., minimum weight 40, - 
gE ere Oe ae 5 
3 78 1 
78 2 
Boats, see Note: 
Canoes: 
With or without sails or power: 
- Canvas, fiber, steel or wood, S. U.: 
I-CD o65553-c 5 cncaeeeesscbeene sponse Gh 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
10,000 pounds (subject to Rule eS eee 
4 ax ae 
That specific rating be provided for: 
Brown Bread: 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds .............+. Wane etilp ue oko R.26 5 
5 Sup. 13 
16 2 
Cheese: 


Note.—When Cylindrical Cheese Boxes are used as 
outside containers they must meet the following re- 
quirements: 

When made of Fibreboard or Pulpboard: 
They must comply with the construction specifica- 
tions covering Drums or Pails as provided by Rule 
2 (C), Sections 1 to 5, inclusive, except that Sec- 
tion 5 may be varied from as follows: 

When the gross weight of the box and its contents 
does not exceed forty (40) pounds and the height 
of box does not exceed seven inches (7”), the 
body of the box may be made of single ply or 
combined board of not less than .080 of an inch in 
thickness, having a resistance of not less than one 
hundred seventy-five (175) pounds to the square 
inch, Mullen Test. 

If bottoms with inner rims are used the rims may 
be less than 2 inches in width, but must be firmly 
glued to bodies’ throughout entire area of con- 
tact and must be reinforced by metal staples npt 





si- 





November 4, 1916 


mere than two inches apart firmly clinched on in- 
side, or 
Bottoms must be firmly fastened to body of box and 
tops to rim of cover by means of cylindrical iron 
rims bent at right angles, beaded firmly into the 
body of box and rim of cover, the top and bot- 
tom of box to rest on the iron rims, and both sides 
of rim to be secured by metal staples or rivets not 
more than five inches apart and further secured 
by fitting into groove made by beading the metal 
rims into the body of the box and rim of gover. 
Gluing of tops to bodies will not be required but 
tops must be securely fastened to side by wire, 
cord, metal*straps, metal clamps, sealing strips or 
other suitable method. 

When Fibreboard or Pulpboard Cylindrical Cheese 
Boxes constructed in accordance with the above 
are used, the shipper must certify on shipping 
orders and bills of lading as follows: 

“The packages used for this shipment conform to 
the requirements established in current Classifica- 
tion for Cylindrical Cheese Boxes made of fibreboard 
or pulpboard.’’ 


That specific rating be provided for Cigars and Cigar- 
ettes on basis of first class, L. C. L., in wooden boxes, 
subject to the following Note: 

‘“‘Wooden boxes must be nailed- or screwed at all 
edges and strapped with wood, wire or iron straps at 
the ends, boxes to be nailed securely with standard 
cement coated nails and nailing centers not to exceed 
2” at each nailing edge.”’ 


7 106 
106 35 
106 36 
Closets, Garbage, iron or steel: 
ee. ar ee ON od. oi «aut ne sebi0i0 Kh eed E06 me nerese 3 


Sheet or Sheet and Cast combined, cement lined, with- 
out garbage can or pail, or with garbage can or 


pail enclosed, loose or in packages..........ceceseee. 3 
Loose or in packages, C. L. minimum weight 36,000 
IN ais bie oc kw Oh abs wad en 60's Lew On eas ge eed ete 26% 


That specific rating be provided for: 
Crockery or Earthenware, N. O. S.: 
Packed in hay or straw_in baskets with solid wooden 


NS gS fins Une Bole Dar taO iran 4areelae One bate aaats tala R. 26 
9 138 3 
138 
138. 5 


138 6 
Fibre, Chemically Hardened: 
Flexible or Hard, such as Fibreoid, Leatheroid or Vul- 
canized Fibre: 
Forms or Shapes, such as Washers, Bushings, Han- 
dles, Cleats, Gears, etc.: 
Bl) RS Se en ads wean 4 chs aoe aged eseerarala we Rss 
In Dasrela.. DOMSM. OF .CFALOS « o o.o.0.0,.6:0 0 ceciacenee ccveee 
Rail Joint Insulation, Rods or Tubes, other than 
Lamp Socket Tubes: 
ge Se ST re re rr eee ee 2 
ee CM OU nk Ss. 5 u:0:0 sk nib eos e aaa ewhesnwe 2 
Sheets: - , 
Pe Ce CEs, . 5 555s inwdcicwuds semeeeains 4eemeee 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,- 
Se RS ss 5. 6 ane 0 0 0-0p eine SeNa ey one Obs, atime eee 
10 138 3 
138 4 
138 6 
Fibre, Chemically Hardened: 
Flexible or Hard, such as Fibreoid, Leatheroil or- 
Vuleanized Fibre: 
Sheets: 
In bags~-or NI oo ois. peek cm etic we tea 
ee a ree ery oe ere eet oe 
Loose or in packages, C. L, minimum weight 
RS a ns Bee Re ea 
11 Sup. 9 
14 a 
Fruit, Fresh: 
Bananas, prepaid: 
RA ON SN MN  wiscsc.nilp on.orts die. pin dea ebgiotaastemine’s as 1% 
In barrels, baskets, boxes or crates without tops or 
With. Tee Other CHAM WROUEE cc cccccciccestecec cee 1% 
In barrels, baskets, boxes wr crates with solid or 
slatted woodeh tops, see Note ........cccecccceeee 1 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 18,- 
ad a ne gre Cale ea ania be ced ao eibis haha oe iA nae 
Note.—Bananas in packages with stalks extend- 
ing above or outside the package will be rated in 
L. C. L. at one and one-half times first class. 
12 147 8 
Fruit, Fresh: 
Peaches, prepaid: 
in baskets with metlinge COVOTS ~.. oc. ic ccciccseccvcs's 1% 
In baskets with solid or slatted wooden covers...... 1% 
Bee WO CURIE oo6 6dccceecnenectseétendsecgencdaca 1% 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 16,000 
III. 5.cis a Paik covsn cacace: 2 Sots. 5 57a wigs MATS Winn Sano ah aaa Aree 


a 


bobo 


That specific rating be provided for: 
Furniture Parts: 
Mattresses, Metallic and Fixtures for Davenports 
and Sofa Beds: 
Folded flat in crates or tied in bundles; fixtures 
Sek EN on ic Sas ccaceeuasbee ey usa on 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 20,000 
“4 ® pounds. (eubsOC’ te -TmIe ST) ..0c ccc ewes cecec' 
That specific ratting be provided for: 
Grommets (Manila, Sisal or Jute Rope): 


* 
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RRR Hee RRO LO Slay, sep oe 
In bales, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds.... 
15 177 30 
Hides, Pelts, or Skins, Dressed or Tanned, and Fur, 
Hair or Wool not removed: : 
Cattle, Calf, Dog, Goat or Sheep: 
SEE Ss oS Uo pebu orto teur ened, cin keto we 
EO I ais 5.comn Sed a-aes obs Rabie ws bythe bak sis eo. oe che 
‘In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 18, sed 
pounds (subject to OG oy PRA ee ar > 


That the Live Stock Classification be amended by the 
addition of the following regulation: 

“When Bulls, Jacks, Stallions, Mare with Suckling 
Colt or Cow with Suckling Calf are loaded with 
other live stock these animals must be kept sepa- 
rate from the other live stock by a partition to be 
erected by shipper at his expense and risk.”’ 

17 231 24 
Magnesium: 
Chloride of: 
In metal cans partially jacketed ........ccseccceses 
In metal cans completely jacketed .............eee0% 


BOE NE 0 6:5. 0c AE Gh ta c be bae ee eee os ab tanaka R 


In packages named, C: L., minimum weight 36,000 
5 4 orsinisca s Seabee Sedigwd Hed Sone eae Rae arene 
18 262 23 
Perfumery: 
In glass or earthenware packed in barrels or boxes.... 
Im. metal cans i Barrels -Or' DOMOS |... cc sc kccesbeceee 
OR I i I ae ono oe Sn:n:5 510s sosegeh- op eene ts 
19 275 30 


Puddings, in metal cans in boxes, C. L., minimum 


on eM obo bab etoaecho dekvehaeeras ere R 


That specific. rating be provided for: 
Pentel SPONBCS Ii WORGK 22. cc.ccc ceed ey Me on 


2 i at 
That specific rating be provided for: 
Sheep Manure: 
et SE nari. 3 405 ws ere ed amteasiseen OF tee eth aude ae 
RR eR ES eet ea rece See 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 30,- 
EE -5ns's,5.0:<n lew bes 06 bale e es 6:45 ce wh waben es be eRes 
22 308 22 * 
Stretchers: 
Curtain: 
. D., im bOmeG, Dames GE CUOLES <no.ccc ceccnkbecseds 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) ...... RP Pe, Se ah 
23 312 15 
312 21 / 
Talking Machines, Parts and Records: 
Talking Machine Cylinders, Disks or Records: 
Sh Oe Ls noe 65.05 4n sree badoa.cdhedines sate ke 
In packages named, C. L., minimium weight 24,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 97) Se Ee Re ee 
24 86 12 
86 13 
86 14 
Bristles, other than crude, in boxes ...........+eceeee > 


173 13 
Hair: : 
Cattle, Goat, Horse or Hog, including Crude Hog Bris- 
tles, not curled, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Washed: 
a, SR WN. 5 536.00 wet cc ans.p Fe Re ee ee 
Ra eee re Pe ee siCacaaenas 
Se OD oko nih. 6.050 0s on oe bar Tens cerhas 
In Dales MOt MaAGCRING PYOSNed ©... oc ksccc es eccecs 
ee ears ree ere 
173 15 
Not washed: 
eb GEE DY “Sohn cw v's Saws Sad 6 60 Nebabed se pide 
ee ee Pre re rye a ae 
Se OR ER rr re ee 
In bales not, machine pressed .%....cccccccscccecs 
Th SMSO PVCRUON TTD 00 66.0'.< ccwsinced0cc0teo 
173 18 
Washed or not washed, in packages named, C. 
apa weight 20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 
Cattle, Hog or Horse: 
Curled in rope form: : 
EEE MAMORINS BEOONOE TANNS? 6 ook oxic occ cksnweseseeds e 
In machine pressed bales, C. L., minimum weight 
20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) ............ 
173 14 
Curled, other than in rope form: 
TR ee J nie odio Saas ea dine tacdeee teas oe 
In bales not machine pressed ........ <thderdes ae 
ER TRACING. DIGESEE WHIT a 56.0 6.05.00 ci vdcwdveaueracy 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 12,000 
pounds (subject: to Bulle 87). ..... .cccecccccaciocevcs 


. Horse Mane or Tail, not curled: 
SU: SN Ong abritmiskins coisas rb iets hE © ote Sbbs babe 04k Ks 
ian chk cc bib ois Bd nadie d 6002 os bo Mies 
In bales not machine pregsed : aha e Repaee bbe ese arasnas 
Pg A Ee ea oe ee 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 20, 000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) aiiameemeete dal sw date Sate sie 
Hog hair and Vegetable Fibre mixed: 
Curled, in rope form: 
2 Se I NE onions Groin nie gn asoanvwcén ae 
In machine pressed bales, C. L., minimum weight 
: 20,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) ............. 
Curled, other than in rope form: 
Bek I Oe SP lk tee cite bbc eH ol cae s oop enews 
In bales not machine pressed ......5.....2eccceee 
Tvl IMAQCHING PYOSHOE DEMOB oi0gs ccs cdeccccdovesecces 


ee 


ao 


_ > 


CO Bat ak at 


CD bet bt et et 


CO at et et 


Cr 
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In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 12,000 
pemmes (eabsect:t6 RWG BT) 2. ccpccceccccecaccs 
173 21 
Hair, not otherwise indexed by name: 
eT Et pe eee ee APE IEF oo FALE 


i CE 054 ce ege we bes 0.60004 46- 

In bales not machine pressed 
s In machine pressed bales ........cccccsccccees ee aR 
Decorations: 

Cereal (Dried cereal straw with heads attached): 
LOR ORPOR. SR WOMOE 6. 0.00 vi ices ica ccccccccsces 1 
Manufactured into ornamental clusters, sheaves or 

shapes, in boxes ....... usec kth ine -h-cues weber ened D1 





Monochlorbenzol: 
a ee ee er OP BEE CPUGRE (.occ ccc caecessveveectees 2 
In bulk in iron or steel drums, C. L.,,.minimum weight 

CED g n.d.5 0.0 bop kod 0 cio 0 ce bandbcee sGnPsaeee 

Dichlorbenzol: 

Oe ee ok ee rrr errr rrr rr 3 

In bulk in iron or steel drums, C. L., minimum weight 

I ND, 6 oe vote Kb eo VER n00% Orvardsiocsecdesees 

Strontium Bromide: 

SR I, IO oon cock eth as Were osecsenvecsesecse 1 
27 120 1 7 
Cuspidors: 

Glass: 

eae Se Dareels GF WOMOR ..056 oc cicce teoneccscanewve R.25 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
pounds 

28 346 28 

Vehicle Parts, etc.: 


CROC ee ee eee ee eese tees eeeeeSeseseeeeseseseseee 


Wheels: 
Children’s Vehicle, including Children’s Wheelbarrow 
Wheels: : 
With rubber tires, in boxes, bundles or crates.. 1 
Without rubber tires, in boxes, bundles or 
Fe ee CTT COTTE CTE 1 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 10,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) ..........+.+..- R.25 
29 111 7 
Cooling Boxes, Cooling Rooms and Refrigerators: 
Refrigerators, not otherwise indexed by name: 
SB. VU... WARIO cc ccccccccccccccccccscccces Seeta telomere st 1 
S. U., padded with excelsior and wrapped with bur- 
lap, SC@ NOTE 2... .ccccccccccccccceccccccccccscveees 2 
B.. Ti. WE DOMED OF CEBEOD isc cdc cece ccsscccccccccececs 2 


S. U., loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
18,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) ..........+.+-+- 


K. D., in boxes, bundles or crateS .......+.seeeeenees 3 
K. D., loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) ...........++:- 


Note.—The top, ends and front must be com- 
pletely covered with a sufficient quantity of excel- 
sior to form a substantial cushion or pad. 


30 «» ac 

Petroleum or Petroleum Products, including Compounded 
Oils or Greases having a Petroleum base, see Notes 
1 and 2: 

Note 2.—Carriers will not permit the unloading of 
tank cars containing petroleuum or petroleum products 
other than road oil unless (a) the delivery is to be 
taken from private sidings, or (b) the load is to be 
piped from the car into permanent storage tanks, or 
(c) the shippers have certified on bills of lading that 
the load has a flash point of two hundred degrees 
(200) Fahrenheit, or higher; if these conditions are rot 
complied with shipment will be returned to the ship- 
per at his expense. 1 

Note 6.—Petroleum Oil, Petrolatum or Petrolatum 
Preparations prepared and represented as a remedy, 
medicine, or lubricant for the human body will .be 
rated under the specification for Medicines, N. O. S., 
pee 2 to 4, page 236, official Classification 43. 

3 ae ~e 
Baskets or Hampers: 
Fibre, Chemically Hardened: 


Not nested, loose or in packages ........+-sseeeeeees D1 
Nested: 
ESA PREP CT OTP TOR CLIENT Tee eT 1 
i ae os cine v Eee eRe aS eR OeReS RUS 1 
32 = oF 
Seed: 
Fennel: 


eo 


In bags, barrels Or DOXES .......- cece ccecssceccecens 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 


pounds 
33 


Soapstone or Talc: 
Brick, Fire: 
Weighing each less than 15 pounds, loose .......... 
Weighing each 15 pounds or over, loose ............ 
In barrels, boxes or crates, with or without tops.... 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 
pounds 


mm & DO 


Cee e ee eee eee ee eee eee Ee eEEEHE HOHE HEHE HOHE EHS 


Furniture: , , 
Desks, sheet metal: : 
i (i PN ee. ok ese ec swinehee aenws ctmpe eames 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 20,000 
os pounds (subject to Rule 27)*.......cccccccccccccce 
Machinery and Machines: 
Gum Tape Machines: 


ee > CRO” 6 bs ks kaw cecbosese seer entes ce nwers 1 
Machinery and Machines: 


Superheaters, Stationary Boiler: 
Ts Eh, BBOBO OF TM PACEABOS. 2.0 cc ccccccccc ceeecscees 


i) 


i) 
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Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
pe ae ele a at eReacee ta Sp aees es VeavceVeattee  i¢s 
That specific rating be provided for: 

Switch Machines, Hand (with electrical or mechan- 

ical locking attachments or electrical or mechanical 

derail or signal controlling attachments), C. L.,.min- 

imum weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)....R.25 5 


That ratings be established for catalogues with pre- 
canceled postage stamps 20 per cent higher than if 
ey — stamps. 


Type: 
Old: 
AR SE ee we a SF CH Ny ES TA ee eae See 
Bee SD otc os sa ab 5.0 't ohn nae oeesd beens eek ae 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
EES haxacks casaleeviatebe wesc enter codeceasaoees a a 5 
40 i 4 
Fish: 
Other than Fresh: 
Fish, other than Shell Fish: 
Cooked, Pickled or Preserved, Dried, Dry Salted 
or Smoked: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or 
EEN GA Rado otk ph ae bee aa ees-barcdheweawmeay cnn és 
Tea Weehal Came th CUMGOR ood soc ck. cccccc seceaecees 3 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes ....... aes R.26 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
gE Sop ie Po re ia ea 5 
141 1 
141 3 
Dried, Dry Salted or Smoked: 
Ue DO CO er eee) 


In inner containers other than glass, earthen- 
ware or metal cans, in barrels, boxes or crates. 2 
In bulk in barrels, boxes or crates .............. R.26 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,- 
POR it Lee EN At et ie Pe 5 
141 a 
Pickled: 
St ee tee et ce Satine awe. Tee R.26 
ee PE A I OE ois sn cre ep bacon ein aiens dean 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 
EE. Siciate wap % uohlecd oe cy ae Ok ae a 5 
41 185 4 


Iron and Steel, etc.: 
Banks, Home Savings: 


ee I NE IIR, a0 ds wins unin a bdvae Ale Singeae ecaeeiwawn 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) ....ccccccccecsccvcccece 25 4 
42 254 20 
254 22 


Eliminate—To take ratings for Pails (Buckets), not 

otherwise indexed by name, O. C. No. 43, page 292 

items 3 to 9, inclusive. : 

In the following proposed changes in classification, descrip- 
tions of articles are based on recommendations of the Com- 
mittee on Uniform Classification and changes in ratings are 
suggested by the Official Classification Committee: 

105 235 9 

Meats: 

* 7“. a ame Rn 
oneless ucks, Boneless Veal, Cheek Meat, Ho 
Hearts, Hog Necks, Shank Meat, Beef Trimmings 

or Pork Trimmings: 

235 0 

Not Salted: 

= —* TURD Mia dink cane ts ee oel ds dees 

n Larrels with cloth or cloth lined pa Ko 
‘ _ barrels, boxes or crates ......... a tae ae 

oose or in packages, C. L., minimu i 
er’ ENE wate h 2940. bbdweds ecataws a 3 
4 ws 


Salted: 
SM WOCTEIS CF DORMER oiccccdicccccicce ee eee 2 

* In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,- 
oa 7 


235 13 . 


Hams, Shoulders, Sides or other Hog Meats, not 
otherwise indexed by name: 


235 16 
235 17 
Not Salted: 
= ema - ne ee ee eee enohite'e 
n barrels with cloth or cloth lined paper = 
In barrels, boxes or crates ........ - es 
* Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
NY EN Shinis sSnicidinw. co dace one ads. oa 3 


* Salted, loose, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds. .. 4 
Leaf Lard, not rendered: 
ee Se ee ee 2 
* Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 21,- 
Be BRE REE ere ea aE Fs 1 Seo ae és 3 
235 18 
Sausage: 
i UR: OUONE itioo Sid'c 6 on das & wba Some, ¥ ala & aha 
In pails or metal cans, in crates .......ccicecceece é 
In baskets, see Note 
eS =e re re ee ee ere 
235 19 : 
* In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 21,- 
8 ee: RE are hae as 3 
Fresh Meat, not otherwise indexed by name: 
In carcasses or part carcasses: . 
NE Fae kt dddan tas eee habeas nike cau ek oR See 
Cloth wrapped .......esi. A PTT ee rey tee 
eh OD SUNN Bi ods scm s tae cinn cp divon'eti chiens 


et 


arate 


Ce 


fat ba ak pet 


llamo 





1 





19 
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In barrels with cloth or cloth lined paper tops... 
235 20 


Tas WOE, THOS: OF CUO: 05.050 ohn cn ees esse gece 1 
* Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 21,- 
ee ND Sac oni hie dad aS eded ved ome am ieee waaes 
235 21 ; 
+ Note 1.—Fresh Meats in refrigerator cars will 
not be taken at less than carload minimum weight 
and carload rate, for one consignee and destina- 
tion; less than carload shipments must be deliv- 
ered at depots of carrying road to be loaded with 
miscellaneous freight if less than carload rate per 
100 pounds is desired by consignor. 
234 27 
Cooked, Cured or Preserved: 
234 28 
Sausage: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or 
ID Swab o ths 0:e Bago cd's e000: e0'b wes sinter ET. 2 
In metal cans in crates ........+++- uae aonaaete 3 
In metal cans in barrels or boxes.............. R.26 


In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or 
boxes or in metal cans in barrels, boxes or 
crates, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds.. 


29 
Em Teneieeta, B00 Mote Do s.ox spies ccicccse view cccnee 
Wrapped or in inner containers other than glass. 
earthenware or metal cans, in barrels, boxes 


CP .CUREES | sciccccctes ExT EA sO er CUEEE DEES SEDER OFS 
234 30 
234 31 
234 32 
234 33 


* In bulk in barrels with cloth or cloth lined paper 


CORRODE HEHEHE HEHEHE HEHEHE HEHEHE EEE 


bo 


Ee Del tm PERSONS OF DORSS. 6 o.oik.s cccvicccvcsccese R.26 
35 


234 

* In baskets, see Note 2, wrapped or in inner con- 
tainers other than glass, earthenware or metal 
cans in barrels, boxes or crates, in bulk in bar- 
rels with cloth or cloth lined paper tops or in 


bulk in barrels or boxes, C. L., minimum 
weight 30,000 pounds ........... cee Ty See 
234 36 
234 37 
234 38 
234 


39 
Cooked, Cured or Preserved, with or without vege- 
table ingredients, not otherwise indexed by 

name: 

244 40 ? 

234 41 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or 
boxes 
ee er rr reer ree 


eee eee ee ee 


In metal cans in barrels or boxes ...........+. R.2 


234 42 d 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,- 
000 P - aaa ake Ceuta 


235 s 

Cooked, not otherwise indexed by name: 
In baskets, see Note 2 
Wrapped, in crates 
235 3 

235 - 


Wrapped or in inner containers other than glass; 
earthenware or metal cans, in barrels or boxes. 


er 


sere rere r eset ereeeeseseese 


ee ee 


235 5 
* In bulk in barrels with cloth or cloth lined paper 
UE + pa tawkee te cbvas Si peewee his Peeves b0 GET 0 660% 


235 6 
Tek Delle: In: BAP SSEN OF DOMED occ siccic dd cicrcccdecces 
7 


* In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30, - 
We. MED 65.0035 00060enees arrauas ep Seance Roomate 
235 8 


Cured, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Dried, Dry Salted, Pickled or Smoked: 


Im Deeeets. see Neate 3 ....ccccedeee Pe Se ea, 
We: Sl I re in oak noite estealee wince 
Wrapped or in inner containers other than 
glass, earthenware, or metal cans, in barrels 
Ra re ee ae 

* In bulk in barrels with cloth or cloth lined 
ES hos ea dda a kss viv bensae cueaes oS Oaee 


bobo hod po 


3 
Tap. WEE SR DOSPOIS OF TOTOS oon. c cc cccscdccescces R.26 


* In packages named, C. 
30,000 -. --~ 

* Loose, & ga minmum weight 30,000 pounds... 
Note 2.—Ratings will apply only on ship- 
ments in Double Splint Baskets with solid 
wooden covers securely fastened, or in Sheet 
Veneer Baskets, made of 1/30 inch or heavier 
veneer overlaid with 70- -pound kraft paper, 
sides and bottoms reinforced with 1/12 inch 
or heavier veneer, stapled or stitched with 
wire to body of package with covers made of 
1/10 inch or heavier veneer overlaid on both 
sides with 70-pound kraft paper and securely 


L., minimum weight 


ee | 


fastened. 
200 3 
200 4 


Traps: 
Grease or Gas: 
Iron or steel] body: 


* Weighing each less than 15 pounds, loose or in 
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bundles weighing each less than 15 pounds ..... 
* Weighing each 15 pounds or over, loose or in bun- 


dles weighing each 15 pounds or over .......... R.26 
In barrels, DOXeS OF CTAtOS .........ccerccceccecses R 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,- 
000 pounds 


ee 


107 345 3 


345 5 
345 10 


Vehicle Parts: 
Tires, not otherwise indexed by name: 


Rubber: 
Note 1.—Ratings apply only on shipments in cyl- 
* indrical packages made of three-ply or more fibre- 
board or pulpboard, not less than .080 of an inch 
in thickness, having a resistance of not less than 
200 pounds to the square inch, Mullen Test, with 
an outer covering of burlap, securely sewed. 
(P. F. I. 4905) 


108 181 8 


181 12 
Pea Bran: 
ROE EE oki ds availa gong ates airs nah iathiateio mani wedia meh ie was aikee 
In bags, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds....... 


I 


n bulk, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds........ 
(P. F. I. 4904) 


109 293 7 
Shells: 


293 16 


Coquina, broken or crushed: 
293 17 


Eli 
111 


8 
Sea Shells, not otherwise indexed by name, in boxes.. 
110 


In bags or barrels 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 40,- 
a as 9 


P. F. I. 4903) 
72 


8 
minate—To be rated under Rule 15-A. 
(P. F. I. 4902) 
104 8 


Chimney Top Bases, Chimney Bonnets, Chimney Flues, 


—~ ——— or Chimney Pipe Clay: 


5 


264 
In barrels, boxes or crates, with or without tops.....? 


4 
Loose or in packages, straight or mixed, C. L., mini- 
eae eae 6 
(P. F. I. 4900) 
113 85 10 
Eliminate—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
(Pp. B. I. 4687) 
114 323 6 
Troughs and Tanks combined, Watering (Hog Watering 
Fountains), iron or steel, with or without Fire Boxes: 
DE alent oh aos. s.chi svat opens eteciags BO Oe aine ee pew tow ece tie 1 
By IN ig atasee' hides temetnsed abet sea ae bana baesew a 1 
(P. F. I. 4885) 
115 es 
Butter: 
Peanut (Peanut Paste): 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes 2 
Tb ME ain hi dd arose se aoe Ada ean on o's Pe oor Howtos tate 2 
Im PONS: im DORCS OF CTABOD 6.0 occa cccvdc F480 bs wae & 3 
EOE I OE EE I ois 86. o hbo 4 6.60.0 0b 0 4ko eB obs ec 3 
In metal cans in barrels or bOXeS...........cecceeee: 3 
ee Se, isis ene o SGN AC kG st rapeeacea vane oe 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum hemi 36,000 
DRE 5b 60 ha pa ono ph oaing dhe oad eaae es Oe eRe ce cemees 6 
(P, F. I. 4899) - 
116 63 20 
Asphalt Flooring (Mastic Blocks): 
SA OE: TE: BI. én oo 605 6 tis ais obo 6 odode Kak eee 4 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 
I hs 5b. 0x wed odea ch ahdciasocodiaiees Nees soe owe 6 
(P. F. I. 4886) 
117 
89 9 
89 10 
89 12 
Building Woodwork (Hose Trim) not further finished 
than primed: 
ae a wood, Canadian wood or Mexican pine: 
as 
Not glazed: 
S. U., in boxes, cleated bundles or crates...... 1 
*S. U., loose or in packages, C. L., minimum 
weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule ee ~_ 5 
x. D., i bundles eaten eee ee wees See me 
*K. D., in bundles, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
pounds (subject gt RPS na ea 5 
Glazed with other than bent, leaded or plate’ glass: 
In cleated bundles or crates, O06. WGOte. b.....iccccs 1 
Loose or in packages, C. a Stak weight 
24,000 pounds (subject to Rule er: 5 
Note 5.—Glazed Sash in bundles or crates must 
have glass completely covered with wooden 
boards not less than % inch in thickness. 
(Sn. 1 to = C. C. Report 4, Page 14, Item 4 and P. F. I. 4884) 
Vegetables: 
Fresh or Green: 
Onion Sets: 
ERE DAPTOIS Witte CLOUD COB o.o:.cie cccdiccc cc cdeincwene .R. 26 
In baskets with solid wooden tops................ R. 26 
In bags, barrels, boxes or crates............ssee- R. 26 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 
DE DOR CONE il 9'55b ono 6506 656 PENS KARAS Fides oe 5 


(P. F. I. 4898) 


ee a ad 











cr 














cro: 
































































922 


119 347 22 
Liquors, Alcoholic: 
Vermouth: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes. 1 
tIn glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or boxes, 
Cc. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds 


Oy Ey SR ee erry Freres R. 25 
tIn bulk in barrels, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
SL 2s ons, ire phdsuBanchenewthwies & Wtecs Ka Se re RSC eee 
(P. F. I. 4897) 
120 ; 
56 11 
56 12 


56 13 
Parts for Agricultural Implements, other than Hand: 
Harrow Spikes or Teeth: 


Curved: 
Ne re ie aan oe oss hehe seeded ewe aeasel R. 25 
ey , OO ME. Se, 5 0 ov 0.0 pe G00 6On eRe SOS Ea bay R, 26 
In packages named, C. L. minimum weight 30,000 
stan 6 cS eaaer Se ede r he eRe ane pe aga ete am : 
Straight: 
er ee i ER. CRS, wb Wisc oc as 64k 0 wk Rap ee eM R. 26 
ee i ED a cs, whe eoanbtob tne denete.s 4 
In packages named, C. L. minimum weight 30,000 
CE’ c-vdt «pita ware oppo ns halle seesaw sn Sah evng & 


(P. F. I. 4895) 
121 76 16 
Eliminate—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
(P. F. I. 4894) 
122 68 13 
68 14 
68 15 
Barber Poles: 
Revolving, metal and glass combined, packed in boxes 114 
Barber Poles, other than Revolving, in boxes or crates, 
see Note 
Note.—Glass parts must be packed in boxes. 
P. F. I. 4893) 


123 281 32 

281 34 

Eliminate—To take rating under the following specifica- 

tion adopted in connection with Subject No. 105 of 
Docket No. 30, for inclusion in O. C. No. 44: 

Metal: 
Monel: 

Bars or Rods: 

Loose or in bundles 

In boxes or crates 

Loose or in packages, 

30,000 pounds 


Cc. L., minimum weight 
124 
Glassware, other than cut: 
Bottles, ‘Carboys, Demijohns or Jars, not otherwise in- 
dexed by name, with or without their equipment 
of caps, covers, stoppers or tops, see Note 2: 
Sup. 13 
23 7 
One gallon or less in capacity: 


Each in fibre or wicker cover, in boxes or crates.. 1 
EE SS eee ea ee 1 
In partitioned bottle carriers without tops.......... 1 


Packed in barrels, boxes or crates, see Note 3A.R. 25 
In packages named or packed in barrels, boxes or 
crates, with open tops, C. L., minimum weight 
30,000 pounds, see Note 2 
In bulk, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds.... 
No change proposed in Notes 2, 3 and 3A. 
(P. F. I. 4876) 
125 265 


16 
Pipe and Elbows, Sheet metal: 


Heating Furnace Pipe or Elbows (Air or Smoke 
Flues, iron, steel or tin, see Note: 
265 17 
Double: 
TOI EO A Oe ee ne Tee Or ae 1% 
Os ns co's u dah ve anes bade edd eeaa:e 1 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 10,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule, 27)................. 
265 18 
Single, side seams closed: 
rr in «abe be cw ede e0e.0o Skins ike > 3 
Not mested, im DOMeS OF CFACES........ccsccccccccess 1% 
at =e eer re eer 1% 
EN Re or eee ee 1 
Loose or in packages, C. L, minimum weight 
10,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)............... 
(P. F. I. 4875) 
No change proposed in Note. 
126 ‘ 
That specific rating be provided for: 
Tile or Wainscoting, opaque glass: 
ee er cer roe 3 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
Pn «cba 6d eae es ceed els tbe cle dee Qhe Abb c F044 hee 


127 
That specific rating be provided for: 
Peanut Oil Cake or Peanut Oil Cake Meal: 
Me .', Dulck ss Gscu ebb be 8 Gea Siig clidic:s clei oie odd xs 4 
In bags, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds........ 


128 mA Pe 
Fire Fighting Apparatus: 
Self eee: 


131 7 
Fire Engines: 
Chemical: 
Actual weight, subject to a minimum charge of 
5,000 pounds each at first class rate.......... 1% 
‘Cc. L, minimum weight 12,000 pounds (subject 
to Rule MOD. vesdiectes dae ttadet svete eeaaisdcne ae 
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bo 
Fr) 


oro 


or 


Other than Chemical: 
*Actual weight, subject to a minimum charge of 
10,000 pounds each at first class rate.......... 
Cc. L., minimum weight 16,000 pounds (subject 
“0 Rule 27} 
8 


Fire Engines and Hose Wagons combined: 
*Actual weight, subject to a minimum charge of 


10,000 pounds each at first class rate........+. 
. L., minimum weight 16,000 pounds (subject 
on” BE SED~ a wb esadetcs. Shctetvcatesheatwai te 


Hook and Ladder Trucks, with or without ladders: 
*Actual weight, subject to a minimum charge of 


10,000 pounds each at first class rate.......... 
*C. L., minimum weight 16,000 pounds (subject 
Wir SMe Ee cw cw wniew edie «kinné-oeemeie ashe eOeEee & 


Hose Wagons: 
Actual weight, subject to a minimum charge of 
5,000 pounds each at first class rate.......... 
Cc. L., minimum weight 10,000 pounds (subject 
8 =*R  ra  e ree  aae ee 
Water Towers: 
Actual weight, subject to a minimum charge of 
10,000 pounds each at first class rate.......... 
*c. L., minimum weight 16,000 pounds (subject 


ED a errs re i pete Pre 
139 24 
131 3 
131 2 
131 1 


Other than Self Propelled: 
Fire Engines: 


Chemical: 
Two-wheeled, in boxes or crates.............00.. 
Four- Wheeled: . 
S. U., actual weight, subject to a minimum 
charge of 5,000 pounds each at first class 
OS RSS RIT ES SIT Ae OF tt SO 
K. D., see Note, in boxes or RLS i ERE Re 


Two-wheeled or four-wheeled, loose or in pack- 
ages, C. L, minimum weight 12,000 pounds 
Seen GP Se BOP sé veetccciuddecudtcanduate 
131 5 
Other than Chemical: 
Hand: 
S. U., loose 
S. U., in boxes or crates 
ee ee | fe re ee 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
16,000 pounds (subject to Rule 2 RY bate ay 
4 


131 
Power: 

*Actual weight, subject to a minimum charge of 
8,000 pounas each at first class rate..:..... 

Cc. L., minimum weight 16,000 pounds (subject: to 


Hose Reels, two wheeled: 


Hose Carts or 
S. U., loose 
i seen ae OP CUNO, «. 5.n S00 s'n0 tots. odes eae wan 
Wheels off, in boxes, bundles or crates, other parts 

ee Oe BE iis 6s ad cies chine vines meets ane sewe« 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 12,- 
000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)................. 

Hose Carriages or Wagons: 

S. U., actual weight, subject to minimum charge 


of 5,000 pounds each at first class rate........... 
eK. D., see Note, in boxes OF CTAteS, 66.0 6cccccvsdcce. 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 12,- 

000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)....:.......0.6.- 

336 20 

131 2 

131 3 


Hose Wagons and Chemical Fire Engines, combined: 
S. U., actual weight, subject to a minimum charge 
of 5,000 pounds each at first class rate.......... 
s. D., see Note, Im BORG OF CTOLOB. .... wcicciiccoces 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
-_ ae (subject to Rule 37) ....<acéccece.. 

2 


Hook and Ladder Trucks, with or without. ladders: 
S. U., actual weight, subject to a minimum. charge 
of 5,000 pounds each at first class rate.......... 


*K. D., see Note, in boxes or crateS.....<.........-. 
*Loose or in packages, L., minimum weight 


12,000 5 (subject to Se ME ahieasceccre « 
335 13 


Water Towers: 
Actual weight, subject to a minimum charge of 
5,000 pounds each at first class rate........2... 
*C, } it minimum weight 12,000 pounds (subject to 
Rule 27) : 
+Note.—The total charge on an L. -C..L. shipment 
of any article subject to this Note, when K: D:; in 
boxes or crates, shall not exceed-the charge: which 
would accrue on a similar article of -same- gross 

weight S. UV. 


Sup. 13 
29 7 


ee ee ee 


129 


Ores: : 
Ores, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Actual value not exceeding 5 cents per pound: 
Ee DOG: DOETEIS GF OMIM so oon chee bsnccca kt oscc ets 
In packages or in bulk, C. IL., 
50,000 pounds 


ee 


“ 


1% 


minimum weight . 


Actual value exceeding 5 cents per pound; but. not om 


exceeding 40 cents per pound: - ~ 
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Te eee Peereee OF ROBO s 5 6c pccks ci cence siesctogses *Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 18,- 
In packages or in bulk, C. Pe minimum weight 000 pounds (subject to Rule 27) ................. we 4 
; SE ee a a or oe eee mee 355 1 
9 Actual value exceeding 40 cents per pound but not Sup. 5 2 
7 exceeding $1.00 per pound: 13 7 
ee ly Se arr ee eee 1 ‘ *Note 1.—Three or more pails, placed one within 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight the other, so that each upper pail will not project 
Ee ee ey eer R. 26 above the next lower more than one-half (%) of 
Actual value exceeding $1.00 per pound: its height, will be considered nested in L. C. L. 
9 See De: ES OE. IO sc 5.5 60.0 0s 05:05 8G 0842 08 Hace D1 shipments; compliance with this Note or with Rule 
= In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 33 will not be required on carload shipments of 
DM I no Garena 09s) sen Soe o ome sip trwieie since — R. 25 1.ested pails. 
*If the consignor declines to state the value, shipment 137 339 - 
will be refused: Vehicle Parts: 
Copper: ; Axle Boxes or Skeins, iron or steel: 
9 Ee Ue. Oe Perea Terre ee 2 _*Weighing each less than 15 pounds loose, or in 
. In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight bundles weighing each less than 15 pounds........ 1 
ee errr ee Sere ae *Weighing each 15 pounds or over, loose, or in bun- 
Lead: dles weighing each 15 pounds or over.............. 4 
ee ee ee osc ch pncnecsebwsaesaas eR aS Pe ee re ey 4 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
1 ee Pe ae ee a a. Ie ater DI RRR Brace RPE PO TRE TIC ee hE ope eee 5 <= J & 
Mica: 138 aa te 
Crude (Mica Ore): That specific rating be provided for: 
err re ee ee ow Chaplets, Foundry, other than iron or steel: 
*Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum. weight a SS UE ee RE i ree re oe 2 
50, _ — ee PR en ey ee pe ae a6 5 eg | ney er a pe oie 2 
9 130 - 139/ 187 
7 Packing: Ladies, Foundry, without trucks, iron or steel: 


bo 


Paper, in boxes, bundles, crates or rolls..............- Loose or in INS hi, gt icra eh hae ecg oe win dde a 
(P. F. I. 4880) Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 39,- 
131 123 21 000 gg dil, sitemaps «2:6 Vnba sng bees bibs sede eee ‘ik 5 


Oyster Drecges, iron prsacye with steel net, loose or in ; 140 220 


i) 


__ 


IIE: dd ache oh #5. 6s watindel eked take en aa0d << eh nead 28a Sliminate—To take ratings under the following specifi- 
“Pe F, I. 4879) cation, which was adopted for inclusion in O. C. No. 
132 44 under Subject No. 69 of Docket No. 28: 
Electrical Appliances: Machinery and Machtnes: 
Dry Battery Shells, zinc, in barrels or boxes.......... Se Oe Air Washers and Coolers or Humidifiers, combined: 
(P. F. I. 4878) ES OS Oe eae eee eee D1 
133 Sup. 10 K: D., i US lee FEF ra eee ee 2 
23 5 7. K. D., loose or,in packages, C. L., minimum 
Gums: weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27), sub- 
Arabic: pT Ra, ats Se a OF ies eS + 6 
1 pees, bales, barrels oF BOKCK. ......<006s0cscerccvis - eee 141 338 23 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 Vehicle Parts: 
IIE | sins a 5-5-0 nina Hine gis Aiby's Ae Oa aan ei ce 0a Simetelee se —— Automobile Parts: 
(P.. F. I. 4877) Steering — Rime, in boxes or crates.........0s. 1 
134 e 142 97 
Vehicles, Motor: Locomotive Poles: ; 
; *Motorcycles, see Note: Leese OF i DURGICE. .... ..cccesscece “eh idln bghe hide aeons <dae R. 26 
ie Three wheeled: 2s EL MEET 5c-p.0-b: wd soak wea ace ors a eaouio wae ae R. 26 
” i es Se I A CN oon kod asics oes acaseude en 1 ye SAR (P. F. I. 4934) 
° ee ee eS ee ee eee: 6 oe ee 85 11 ; 
Two wheeled, in boxes or crateS...................- 1% Brackets,. wooden, not otherwise indexed by name, in 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 12,000 WE WENO 5.50 bis Sete cnet ce seawegesacr an sceehn ees e ..% 
1 ee ee Es ee era -- > 144 174 36 
se Note.—Motorcycles must have oil and gasoline (P. F. I. 4932) 
tanks emptied prior to delivery of property on car- Harness and Saddlery: 
rier’s premises. To insure proper emptying the tank Back Bands, cotton fabric, padded or not padded, in 
plugs or covers must be removed and the oil feed bags or boxes ERE RE PP a Se eae TTY SA 8 oe 
pipe disconnected except when the feed pipe has a (P. F. I. 4931) 
P small safety valve solely for the purpose of empty- 145 353 7 
iS ing tank and feed pipes. After tanks have been Eliminate—Cannot locate shipments by freight. 
a: emptied the plugs or covers must be replaced and (P. F. I. 4925) 
1 openings through which fluid or vapor might escape 146 298 9 
= securely closed before the vehicle is placed in any 298 610 . 
9 railroad depot, car or boat. Shippers must certify Smokestacks, iron or steel, not otherwise inexed by 
. on shipping orders and bills of. lading that oil and name: 
gasoline tanks have been emptied. Plate or Sheet: 
1 135 ae <a U. S. standard gauge No. 17 or thinner: 
. Roofing: Side seams closed, loose or in packages............. D1 
) = 7Cloth-lined, see Note 3: Side seams not closed, nested in rolls.............. 2 
9 SS Ow Oe.) 0 SRS ee errr: a U._S. standard gauge No. 16 or thicker: 
“ eg ee ret *. 35. =. Side seams closed: 
In packages named, see Note 2, C. L., minintum Inside diameter over 48 inches, loose or in pack- 
weight 36,000 poundS ...........sseeeeceeccececcees ona BEB oa cis cc wt ssc concen secsveeissec sive soe neces cess D1 
283 10 Inside diameter over 24 inches but not over 
: 11 48 inches, loose or in packages................ 1 
a Composition or Prepared, not otherwise indexed by en ara 24 inches or less, loose or in | 
a1: oa Note 1: ’ R. 26 Side seams not closed, nested in rolls............. 2 
1 is nn os rn chaiinapaisecons cee Loose or in packages, see Note, C. L., minimum 
In packages named, see. Note 2, C. L. minimum weight 24,000 pounds (subject to Rule 27).......... ve 5 
IE on can uceawaccskacssssensuses ar Note.—Carload rating includes necessary equip- 
Note 1.—Ratings apply on Felt or Paper saturated ment of Guy Rods or Guy Wires. 
% 2. with Asphalt, Pitch, Tar or similar materials; coated (P. F. I. 4923) 
or not coated. 147 e- 
Note 2.—Each roll may contain liquid cement, tin Machinery and Machines: : 
2 roofing caps, nails or wooden strips sufficient to Crushers, Stone and Elevators combined: 
lay it. Loose or in packages ........+..sseeeeecececseeeenees 2 
Note 3.—Ratings apply on Composition or Pre- Loose or in packages, C. L.. minimum weight 24,000 
pared Roofing (see Note 1) lined with cloth. pounds (subject a de ereR Se ae Pe ao 
*Cotton Duck (Cotton Canvas), Waterproofed, see 148 , 
2 Note 4: Corn Syrup Mass: 
In bales, boxes, crates or. rolls...........-+e+++-ee- 2 Tn DATES q.... 20. 006+ 00s cesses tee cecsecscce ce cowees sive Sas 
+Note 4.—Ratings apply on Cotton Duck (Cotton In barrels, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds..... 5 
Canvas) coated with Asphalt, Pitch, Tar or similar (P. F. I. 4872) 
materials or waterproofed by saturation. 149 219 13 
136 354 29 Lathing: 
354 30 Wood Veneer and Strawboard combined, asphalted: 
Woodenware: a GE, oo nt eek cewecene os ip adie Gud Rinne Oakes baad . 26 
Pails (Buckets),. without covers or with not to exceed i Nn 8S sin dicks Sty mee ac beak kate R. 26 
one cover for each pail: *In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36, — 
Not nested: MIS 0 50:0. o's Chih eh eae ach ob hol s6 maine 
- DE Mer 0 MID 6 go 0s Ne nncodsteckdceensies « ea (P. F. I. 4870) 
*Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 12,- 150 
» § 000 pounds (subject to Rule 27)..............+0.- = : Paper Articles: : 
* 354 31 Shirt Boards or Shirt Wrappers, paper or pulpboard, 
) b Nested (see Note 1): : printed or not printed: 
_ In: HuNdles OF CATES 2... .ccsccsccccceve ee ry S xs In boxes, bundles or crates..... poke oDiaan Lawes eae <r 








924 


In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 


EE 0 n.c6 a bG ees ctind eta edad dan swe ae.s beat esas nee 
(P. F. I. 4868) 
151 Sup. 10 


21 3 
Fence Material: 
Fencing: i 
Wire, welded or woven or Poultry Netting: 
In rolls 
In rolls, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds.... 
(P. F. I. 4866) 


152 ry ea 
Hides, Pelts or Skins, not dressed nor tanned: 


Muskrat, Opossum or Raccoon, dry: 


ND aren des ne ba dain te eek hes ¢ odes hoo es gne6.cgecpen D1 
Die i ie a Se ead Le ose cee 6 aM be ed te oeaieres D1 
(P. F. I. 4865) 
153 21 2's 
Te WHO OF HATTONG: o.oo. csc secdedcedecccccese see cee sees 4 
In packages or in bulk, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 
ENT ie chap ese cbte bot wae cha Peres 0460s page cewe te a 
(P. F. I. 4864) 
154 121 ° 2@ 
Eliminate—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
(P. F. I. 4863) 
155 85 12 
Dry Goods: ¢ 
“Braid, not otherwise indexed by name, in boxes...... 1 
(P. F. I. 4859) 
156 114 2 ] 
Eliminate—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
(P. F. I. 4858) 
157 219 20 
243 38 
347 21 : 
Macaroni, Noodles, Spaghetti or Vermicelli: 
ee rr cere ere see seeseees 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
ED 6 00 80 oh es cc mndded ccs owen te bbe se caiess se cesses 
(P. F. I. 4857) 
158 57 8 
Albums: 
Talking Machine Record: 
a SE eS ey ae ere Pere Pe ee ee z 
In boxes, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds...... my 


Albums, not otherwise indexed by name, in boxes.... 1 
(P. F. I. 4854) 
159 130 


6 
Elevator Guide or Weight Posts, wooden: 

Loose Or in packages .......ccrccesccccccces se eccsceces 
Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
IE oo 0.650 0.6.0-6:3 006 060 000 css ccecsces 0,Geseececescces 

160 62 6 
Aquarium Frames, iron or steel: 


m..v.: 
Not nested, packed im DOXeS...........cccecccccecccees D1 
Nested, packed in boxes ........c. cc ccccceccccccceces 1% 
ee ee 2.0% 5, Sint Psp web Seems sdeccas dence cones 3 
(P. F. I. 4833) 
161 98 21 
98 22 


Eliminate—Covered by, specifications for Warp or Yarn. 
See O. C. 43, Page 348, Items 4 to 6, Page 355, Item 
27, and Page 356, Item 7. 

(P. F. I. 4832) 
162 99 3 : 
Eliminate—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
(P. F. I. 4831) 
163 os 


Hotel Counter or Desk Advertising Cabinets or Adver- 
tising Cabinets and Register Holders combined, 


MACKOR I DOM!]S 2. once ccc sccccccccccccccssccccvecves D1 
Hotel Register Holders, in DOX€S.....-...eeeeeeeeeeeeees 1 
(P. F. I. 4829) 
164 106 19 
Rods, Firearm Cleaning, in boxes.......... aie Sci oat ale 1 
(P. F. I. 4828) 
165 Be on 
Signals, Sound Warning: . 


Railway Crossing, K. D., in boxes, bundles or crates.. 
(P. F. I. 4827) 


166 356 16 


ee: 

Just: . 
< Wen EAE Clee, 1- CPRROR 6 ois cc os cp cc crcecvacdeveavceeeas R. 26 
Tin DOFFEIS OF DOKEH ...cccccccscccccccccccs se eeeceeees 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
MEE Aaveasecet eek ébandaecaaaes ve hence es vbcusss 

(P. F. I. 4826) 
167 181 9 
181 10 
181 +11 
Grain Products: 
Hulls, Barley, Buckwheat or Oat: S 
ER DOME. OF BATPGIM, ...0% ccc covecccscdeccowcscvcgescoss 5 
In bags or barrels, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 
OMI ng bc 60 denn s ov sees s inves aseseeeeneradicesces 
In bulk, C. L., minimum weight 30,000 pounds...... 


(P. F. I. 4822) 
168 69 3 
69 4 

Barks: 

Barks, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Ground or powdered: 

In bags 

NE OE ET. EEE 
Not ground nor powdered: 8 
Rr er eee Ce eee 
In machine pressed forms in boxes.................. 
In bags, or in bales not machine pressed............ 
In machine pressed baleS .........-sceeeeeeceeccenee 


ere ee eee ee ay 
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In bags or bales, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
pounds (subject to Rule 27) ...:............ + bret 
(P. F. I. 4845) 
169 87 6 


Broom Heads, broom corn, in boxes or crates.......... 2 
(P. F. I. 4844) 
170 126 11 


Easels, Sketching or Studio: 
Other than K. D. or folded flat, in boxes or crates.... 114 


K. D. or folded flat, in boxes or crates.............ee0- 2 
(P. F. I. 4838) 
171 ime rye 
187 39 
276 34 
Pump Parts, for Hand or Windmill Pumps: 
Pump Parts, not otherwise indexed by name: 
Copper, brass or bronze, in barrels or boxes........ 2 
Iron or steel: 7 . 
In barrels, boxes, bundles or crates................ 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
IRS sols iia sas <tls eala bh eterks Choe 760 pees eek omen) 
(P. F. I. 4837) 
172 353 20 
Wood Shavings, other than Brewers’ or Vinegar: 
me WE nvciannesdnen sa aeai ih aa te mim pitch albull oe Aauatares in el aamar ai 1 
ee a eee ee eee 2 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 24,000 
POUmMES TEUNNFSCE TO RGIS BZ)” .. di r6c5 cccck scceccccccecee 
(P. F. I. 4834) 
173 74 30 
Beverages, flavored or phosphated, not otherwise in- 
dexed by name (Beverages such as Ginger Ale, 
Birch Beer, Root Beer or Sarsaparilla), not includ- 
ing Extracts, Syrups nor Alcoholic Liquors: 
In glass or earthenware, packed in slatted carriers 
rr ae eer 3 
In glass or earthenware, packed in barrels or in 
boxes with solid’*or slatted bottoms.................. 3 
eT eae iat Sica 3 
In packages named or in carriers without tops, C. L., 
minimum weight 30,000 pounds ..............-eeee00- 
(P. F. I. 4824) 
174 234 14 
Feed, Animal or Poultry: 
Meal, Alfalfa or Clover: 
_-!)hU US” Be heen etre een . 4 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
IIIS Soa thd allie cas cca ih Neca bates Raber aeos OME Wee Mate, 6 oe ek 
In bulk, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds...... 
(P. F. I. 4821) 
175 297 11 
Grain Produts: 
Barley Skimmings: 
I le aha acta piss dad ha tng Ba a Cate oc ee Sid aha Sena 5 
*In —. © L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds..... oa 
#Bran, not otherwise indexed by name: 
ey De ee, I OR -UUII on Sock ck ceewssosvecowswuss 5 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
ID - «shan ne bg tde-0 hau io naeee ad meade Vedat Poi ho: ind seks 
In valk. a aa minimum weight 36,000 pounds....... 
170 28 
Brewers or Distillers’ Grains, Spent: 
Dried: 
eee I 60S pi waren eciaa ven Clb asubeoa res 5 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
EEA Re Pe i OE ie El 
In bulk, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds....... 
170 29 d 
Wet: 
I id a 3.0 a pee be x Blea a i os aie ald 5 
In barrels, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds.... e 
In bulk, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds...... 
135 14 
135 16 
170 22 
Feed: 
Chopped: 
Ses OO RON eis dss o's cacninwinGs ed cheb va Mie cece 5 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
DD. Wisieds 0005 wr eenss 00 sd ee ee ees. 
In bulk, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds....... 
Gluten or Gluten Meal: 
we UN OE TUNG ook. sin ce cc chcakcunaphedeeeetnicss: 5 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
DE Ie Ae Pe 8 85 PRET 0 A 
In bulk, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds....... 
Ground, not otherwise indexed by name: 
4 OU er Oe ae ee 5 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 
IE. 00 85S 6 6.0:60.0 04.045 06s coe RES Ae es co 
In bulk, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds....... 
232 7 
Malt: 
| Bk Or et EP end Bae 5 
In packages named, C. L., minimum weight 40,000 
IE) 6 s'h 0.05 Sin oie Seb Sere MAAS ON bie bt ALTE Vee 
In =. .. L., minimum weight 40,000 pounds...... 
Malt Sprouts: 
NY rk Sinle oro ach ia a 5 Sei ein Medn aben a acie mentee. gare 5 
In bags, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds...... F 
237 14 
294 21 
Middlings or Shorts: 
» e FS a ere ee Ae fi ew ee 5 
In packages named, C. L}, minimum weight 36,000 
EFI OE IEE AER BS hy Si alge 
In bulk, C. L., minimum weight 36,000 pounds....... 


(P. F. ‘I. 4825) 


~ 
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176 236 22 

Eliminate—To take ratings for Brass. 

177 176 11 

a Maar” locate movement by freight. 

178 

Eliminate—to take rating for Forgings, N. O. S., 
8, Page 190, O. C. 43. 


179 74 37 
Eliminate—Cannot locate movement by freight. 
180 194 11 
a locate movement by freight. 
181 
61 14 
Eliminate—To take ratings for Butter or Cheese Col- 
oring, Items 2 to 4, Page 93, O. C. 43. 
182 228 2 
Eliminate—To take rating for Presses, not otherwise 
indexed by name, Item 8, Page 228, O. C. 43. 
183 228 a 
Eliminate—To take rating for Presses, not otherwise 
indexed by name, Item 8, Page 228, O. C. 43. 
184 228 7 
Eliminate—To take rating for Presses, not otherwise 
indexed by name, Item 8, Page 228, O. C. 43. 
185 108 a 
Eliminate—To take rating for Cocoanut Stearine, Item 
9, Page 108, O. C. 43. 
186 332 8 
Eliminate—To take the following rating adoption for in- 
clusion in O. C. 44, under Subject No. 162, Docket 29: 
Cars: 
Railway: 
Cinder, Dump, Furnace Charging, Hot Metal, 
Ladle, Logging, Mine, Pit, Plantation, Push or 
Slag, four-wheeled, or Railway Cars, four- 


Item 


° 
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wheeled, not otherwise indexed by name: 
With fixed racks or standards, loose or in 
packages 
With racks or standards detached or without 
racks or standards, loose or in packages... 


Loose or in packages, C. L., minimum weight 
“— pounds (subject to Rule 27) 


187 196 

Eliminate—To take rating for Mechanics’ Tools, N. O.S., 
Page 321, Item 4, O. C. 43. 

188 118 13 

Eliminate—To take rating for Oil, 
Page 29, Supplement No. 13, O. C. 

189 123 32 

Eliminate—To take rating for ~ eee Laundry 
Rooms, Item 1, Page 226, O. C. 

190 228 1 

Eliminate—To take rating for Presses, not otherwise 
indexed by name, Item 8, Page 228, O. C. 43. 

191 192 , 4 

Eliminate—Covered by specific ratings for various kinds 
of Pole Irons. 

192 85 7 

Eliminate—To take ratings for Insulator Brackets, Item 
18, Page 128; or Cross Arms, Item 4, Page 129, 
Classification No. 43. 

193 141 26 

Eliminate—Cannot locate movement by freight. 

194 195 33 


Racks: 
Tool, iron or steel, other than Tool Display Racks: * 
S. U., loose or in .packages 
* Uniform Classification item modified. 
+ Not Uniform Classification item. 
t Carload rating eliminated. 


Creosote, Item 5, 
43. 


Dry 


Docket of the Commission 


Note,—Items in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are 
new, having been added since last Friday’s Daily and since the 
last issue of The Traffic World. Cancellations and postpone- 
ments announced too late to show the change in this Docket 
will be noted elsewhere. 

November 6—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Bell: 
8746—Atlanta Freight Bureau et al. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 
8068—Kindling Machinery Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. 
6748—Atlanta Freight Bureau et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. 

et al. 

November 6—New York, N. Y.—Examiner La Roe: 
7959—Charles Platts vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co. et al. 
ia catia and Dealers’ Assn of N. A. vs. B. & O 

. R. eta 

9182—-New York Hay Exchange Assn. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. 
November 6—Sheboygan, Wis.—Examiner McKenna: 

9106—G. A. De Wilde & Sons vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. 
November 6—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Gartner: 

|. & S. 896—Westbound rail and lake. 


9019—International Lumber Co. vs. Big Fork & Int. Falls Ry. 


Co. et al. 
November 6—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Watkins: 
8751—W. H. 
Co. et al. 
November 8—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Watkins: 
8993—Bowman & Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. et al. 


November 8—La Crosse, Wis.—Examiner McKenna: 
8669—La Crosse Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. 
Co. et al. 
November 8—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Gartner: 
9032—J. C. Famechon Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al. 
9064—Union Hay Co. vs. C. St. P. M. & O. Ry. Co. et al. 
November 8—La. Crosse, Wis.—Examiner McKenna: 
* 8669—La Crosse Shippers’ Assn. for John C. 
Mich. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 


Neves 8—New York, N. Y.—Examiner La Roe: 
& S. 903—Barytes from Tennessee. 
oo1e—Atins Portland Cement Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. Co. 


ares 8—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner Fleming: 
. & S. 890—Grain from Missouri points. 


nana 9—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner eee: 
8868—John. Dulweber Co. vs. Y. & M. R. Co. et al. 
9080—Lamb-Fish Lumber Co. vs. Y. & M. RY R. R. Co. et al. 


November 9—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Bell: 
9125—Coca Cola Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
November 9—New York, N. Y.—Examiner La Roe 
9102—Commercial Cable Co. vs. Western Union Titeneae Co. 
November 9—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Gardner: 
$166—Gamble-Robinson Fruit Co. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. Co. 
9167—Gamble-Robinson Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Cn et al. 
November 9—Des Moines, Ia.—Examiner Brown: 
8074—State of Iowa et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 
0075—State of Iowa et al. vs. Wabash Ry. Co. et al. 
November 10—Sioux Falls, S. D.—Examiner McKenna: 
i, & S. 898—Weighing rules. 
!. & S. 915—Sioux Falls, S. D., switching. 
November 10—Argument, Washington, D. C.: 
& S. 867—Peddler Car Minimum. 
7700-Deroit Coal Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. Co. 
November 10—Memphis, Tenn. 7 84 fa ow 
8132—E. Sondheimer Co. et al. vs. St. M. & S. Ry. Co. 
9139—Fischer Lime and Cement Co. vs. i Ry. Co. et al. 


Barber Agency Co. vs. Kentwood & East. Ry. 


Burns et al. vs. 


November 10—Chicago, Il]l.—Examiner’ Watkins: 

8895—Board of Trade of Chicago vs. L. V. Trans. Co. et al. 

8907—Board of Trade of Chicago vs. Great Lakes Transit 
Corp. et al. 

9037—Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee vs. Great Lakes 
Transit Corp. et al. 

9085—Chapin & Co. vs. Great Lakes Transit Corp. et al. 

9147—Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis vs. Great Lakes 
Transit Co. et al. -~ 

1. & S. 891—Grain and grain products from Argo, IIl. 

a | er Milling Co. et al. vs. Great Lakes Transit 

orp et a 


November 10—New York, N. Y.—Examiner La Roe: 
2am Lackawanna & Western Coal Co. vs. D. L. & 
0. 


November 11—Cordova, Alaska—Examiner Wilson: 
8975—The Alaska investigation. 
~~ Hardware Co. et al. vs. P. & A. R. & N. Co. 
et al. 


November 11—Argument, Washington, D. C.: 
8758—Chicago Bridge & Iron Co. vs. Erie R. R. Co. et al. 
6624—Application of Grand Trunk Ry. Co. of Canada under 
the Panama Canal Act. 
7760—Detroit Coal Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. Co. 
November 11—Sioux Falls, S. D.—Examiner McKenna: 
\. & S. 923—Lignite coal to South Dakota. 
November 12—Chicago, Ill.—Commissioner Daniels: 
8182—The cement investigation and consolidated cases. 
l. & S. 950—Cement from Ada, Okla. 
November 13—New York, N. Y.—Examiner La Roe: 
~ g994—Committee on Ways and Means, etc., vs. B. & O. R. R. 
Co. et al. 
November 13—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Burnside: 
8871—Railroad Commissioners of the State of Florida vs. 
Southern Express Co. et al. 


November 13—Tampa, Fla.—Examiner Bell: 
1. & S. 886—Fruits from Florida. 
aa Growers’ and Shippers’ League vs. A. & V. Ry. 
o. et al. 
November 13—Washington, D. C.—The Commission: 
In re change in date for ending fiscal year. 
November 13—Chattanooga, Tenn.—Examiner Fleming: 
8726—Cleveland Lumber and Mfg. Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. 
8733—Cleveland Excelsior Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 
November 13—Fargo, N. D.—Examiner Gardner: 
9049—Fargo Iron and Steel Co. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. 


November 13—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Brown: 
9155—F'airmont Creamery Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
$998—Omaha Grain Exchange vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. et al. 
November 13—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Money: 
baie: I. DuPont de Nemours Powder Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. 
et al. 
oF ig I. DuPont de Nemours Powder Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. 
et al. 
9162—E. I. DuPont de Nemours Powder Co. vs. International 
& Great Northern Ry. Co. et al. 
November 14—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Money: 
g986—P. E. Sharpless Co. vs. Philia.-B. & W. R. R. Co. et al. 
“are e E. Coulbourn et al. vs. N. YY. P. & N. R. R. 
Oo. et al, 





926 


November 14—Chattanooga, Tenn.—Examiner Fleming: 

* 7541—Chattanooga Sewer Pipe and Fire Brick Co. vs. Sou. 
Ry. Co. et al. 

* 9144—Columbia Iron Works vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 

* 7122—Casey-Hedges Co. et al. vs. C. N. O. & T. P. Ry. Co 


November 14—Sharon, Pa.—Examiner Worthington: 
9062—Sharon Steel Hoop Ca. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 


November 15—Wheeling, W. Va.—Examiner Wood: 
9084—Wheeling Corrugating Co. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 


November 15—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Money: 
8982—Locust Mountain Coal Co. vs. L. V. R. R. Co. 


November 15—Sioux City, Ia.—Examiner McKenna: 
7HO0—Sioux City Live Stock Exchange vs. C. St. P. M. & O. 
Ry. Co. et al. ; 
November 16—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Money: 
a ear. om and Navigation Co. vs. Lehigh & N. E. 
. R. Co. et al. 


November 16—Lincoln, Neb.—Examiner Brown: 
— oe State Grange et al. vs. Union Pacific R. R. 
‘o. et al. : 
November 16—Cleveland, Ohio—Examiner Wood: 
|. & S. 884—Core compound and foundry flour in Official Clas- 
sification territory. 
oF tana nated Supply Mfrs.’ Assn. vs. Ann Arbor R. R. Co. 
et al. 
9053—Ohio Cut Stone Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. et al. 


November 16—Port Huron; Mich.—Examiner Worthington: 
9046—Huron Milling Co. vs. Pere M. R. R. 


November 17—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner McKenna: 
(. & S. 924—Live stock bedding case. 
9042—Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
9118—Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 
9163—Iten Biscuit Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al. 


November 17—Saginaw, Mich—Examiner Worthington: 
a. eo ome Hay and Grain Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. 
‘o. et al. 


November 17—Providence, R. I.—Examiner La Roe: 
8859—Philip Fogarty & Son vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co. 


et al. 
si 2 dared Fogarty & Son vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co. 
et al. 
November 18—Grand Rapids, Mich.—Examiner Worthington: 
ee Mfrs. Assn. of America vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. 
et al. 
November 18—Toledo, Ohio—Examiner Wood: 
eZ eppeeitaeaeaaee, Sugar Co. vs. Cin. Nor. 
et al. 


November 18—Montgomery, Ala.—Examiner Bell: 
8969—Southern Pine Lumber Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co. et al. 
$985—Steagall & Lightfoot et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. 
9133—Alabama Chemical Co. of Ala. vs. S. A. L. Ry. Co. et al. 


November 18—Grand Island, Neb.—Examiner Brown: 
9071—Dolan Fruit Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al. 


November 20—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Worthington: 
1. & S. 882—Sand from Indiana stations No. 2. 
1. & S. 897—Glycerine transit. 


November 20—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Thurtell: 

* 9258—Commercial Club of Kansas City vs. A. T. & S. F 
Ry. Co. et al. 

1. & S. 909—Transcontinental case; Fourth Section Applica- 
tions Nos. 205, etc., respecting rates on commodities from 
eastern defined territory to Pacific coast ports and inter- 
mediate points; Fourth Section Applications Nos. 9813, etc., 
dried fruit, wine and other commodities from Pacific coast 
respecting rates on barley, beans, canned goods, asphaltum, 
ports to eastern destinations. . 

November 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Burnside: 

* 8427—Traffic Bureau of Knoxville vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 
Also such portions of the following fourth section applica- 
tions as seek authority to continue rates on classes and 
commodities from Boston, Mass., New York, N. Y., Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and Baltimore, Md.,) which are lower than 
the rates concurrently applicable on like traffic from Johns- 
town, Connellsville, Blairsville, and Williamsburg, Pa., Pied- 
mont and Carksville, W. Va., and Cumberland, Md., and 
other intermediate points as seek authority to. continue 
rates on classes and commodities from Boston, New York, 
Philadelphia and Baltimore and Eastern Seaboard territory 
and points basing thereon to Nashville, Tenn., which are 
lower than the rates concurrently applicable on like traffic 
to Knoxville, Tenn., and other intermediate points: 1548 of 
the Southern Ry. and 1780 of C. C. McCain, agent. 


November 20—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Watkins: 
1. & S. 893—Rates on linseed oil cake and linseed oil meal. 
1. & S. 914—Lost or damaged freight replacement. 


November 20—Spokane, Wash.—Examiner Gartner: 
g984—Clarence F. Carey vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
9015—C.. F. Ewing Co. vs. O. S. L. R. R. Co. et al. 


November 20—Ft. Wayne, Ind.—Examiner Wood: 
9077—Rub-No-More Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 
9091—Rub-No-More Co. vs. C. H. & D. Ry. Co. et al. 
9088—Temco Electric Motor Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 

November 20—Montgomery, Ala.—Examiner Bell: 
9129—Dreyfus Bros. vs. A. & V. Ry. Co. et al. 


November 20—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Money: 
1. & S. 918—Manure from Brooklyn, N. Y. 
8639—International Paper Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. Co. et al. 
November 20—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner McKenna: 
6060—John Taylor Dry Goods Co. vs. M. P. Ry. Co. 
§200—Wheeler & Motter Mercantile Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
Ry. Co. et al. 
“Se + eee Co. et al. va. C. B.: & Q. -R.-RBR. 
Co. et al. ° 
6286—M. E. Smith & Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al. 
November 20—Atlanta, Ga.—Commissioner Clements: 
$844—City of Atlanta et al. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 
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November 21—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Money: 
9002—N. W. Wood & Son vs. Erie R. R. Co. et al. 
9026—Otis Elevator Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. et al. 


November 21—Chicago, .Ill.—Examiner Worthington: 
1. & S. 905—Birchwood, Ill., terminal regulations. 


November 21—Wichita, Kan.—Examiner Brown: 
9029—Wichita Traffic Bureau vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
ae Buff Brick & Mfg. Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. 
et al. 
9068—Wichita Wholesale Furniture Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
Ry. Co. et al. 


November 21—Montgomery, Ala.—Examiner Bell: 
1. & S. 913—Forest products from Falco, Ala. 
oe Lumber Co. vs. Fla., Ala. & Gulf R. R. 
et al. 


November 21—Boston, Mass.—Examiner La Roe: 
9031—Atlantic Lumber Co. vs. T. & O. C. Ry. Co. et al. 
8991—H. L. Buss Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. 

November 22—Boston, Mass.—Examiner La Roe: 

* 1. & S. 895—New England lumber rates’ No. 2. 


November 22—Indianapolis, Ind.—Examiner Wood: 
\. & S. 883—Classifications of cylinders and grate bars. 


November 22—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Watkins: 
9010—Minneapolis Traffic Assn. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 


November 22—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Worthington: 
|. & S. 906—Wallboard rating No. 2. 
1. & S. 916—Wallboard rating No. 3. 


November 22—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Money: 
a Smith & Sons Carpet Co. vs. B. & A. R. R. 
o. et al. 
9060—Emanuel Metzger vs. N. Y. C. & St. L. R. R. Co. et al. 


November 23—Juneau, Alaska—Examiner Wilson: 
8975—The Alaska investigation. 
aes suaacraees Hardware Co. et al. vs. P. & A. R. & N. Co. 
et al. 


November 23—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Brown: 
l. & S. 888—Cement plaster from Plasterco, Texas. 
l. & S. 911—Export grain to gulf ports. 


November 23—Cincinnati, O.—Examiner Wood: 
|. & S. 860—Coal to Brooksville, Ky. 
l. & S. 894—Grain from Indianapolis, Ind. 


November 23—New Orleans, La.—Examiner Bell: 
1. & S. 832—Lumber from Louisiana stations. 
9008—Bodenheimer Molasses Co. vs. N. O. T. & M. R. R. 


et al. 

* 9184—Joseu Miller Grain Co. vs. N. O. T. & M. R. R. Co. 

November 23—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Watkins: 

* 1 F* epeenie Potato Traffic Assn. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. 

* a ee Potato Traffic Assn. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. 
et al. 

November 23—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Money: 

9089—Miah Fields vs. D. L. & W. R. R. Co. 
9140—Ichabod T. Williams & Sons vs. B. & O. R. R. Co..et al. 
November 24—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Money: 
as i ed York and New Jersey Produce Co. vs. N. Y. C 
= Se 3 
9143—Richard Hopkins vs. Ocean S. S. Co. of Savannah. 

November 24—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Brown: 

* 1. & S. 899—Grain to Little Rock, Ark. 

* 1, & S. 919—Bags and bagging minimum weights. 

November 24—Cincinnati, Ohio—Examiner Wood: 

* 9158—Proctor & Gamble Co. vs. Sou. Ry, Co. et al., also por- 
tions of the following fourth section applications by which 
the carriers named as parties thereto ask authority to 
continue to charge for the transportation of cottonseed oil, 
in carloads from Hillsboro and Decatur, Ala., to Ivorydale, 
Ohio, rates which are lower than the rates contemparane- 
ously maintained on like traffic from or to intermediate 
points. 

App. 1548 filed by the Sou. Ry. 
App. 3965 filed by C. N. O. & T. P. Ry. 
9065—Valley Creek Cotton Mills Co. vs. West. Ry. of Ala. 


et al. 
a wane & Gamble M fg. Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 


ty. Co, 


et al. 
9158—Procter & Gamble Mfg. Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 
November 24—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Worthington: 
7768—Columbia Malting Co. et al. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. et al. 
8048—Skallerup Bros. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
8817—Peshtigo Lumber Co. vs. Wis. No. Wm. Ry. Co. et al 
November 24—New Orleans, La.—Examiner Bell: 
1. & S. 945—Special passenger equipment. 
l. & S. 917—Washed coal weights. 
November 25—Fort Scott, Kan.—Examiner McKenna: 
* ae a Coal and Mining Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. 
‘o. et al. 
November 25—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Brown: 
* 7048—Oklahoma Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
Ry. Co. et al. 
* 1. & S. 900—Southwestern dairy products. 
November 27—Coffeyville, Kan.—Examiner McKenna: 
* ee Traction Co. vs. E. J. & E. Ry. Co. 
et al. 
November 27—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Wood: 
* 8988—Austin Powder Co. vs. W. & L. E. R. R. Co. et al. 
* 9057—Blackmer & Post Pipe Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
* 9033—Acme Cement Plaster Co. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 
November 27—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner. Worthington: 
8979—Ohio Salt Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 
s980—Ayer & Lord Tie Co. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 
8987—Burnite Roofing Co. vs. G. T. Ry Co. of Can. et al. 
8987, Sub. No. 1—Beckman-Dawson Co. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 
8987, Sub. No. 2—Almagamated Roofing.Co. vs. C. C. Cc. & 
St. L, Ry. et al. 
8987, Sub. No. 3—McHenry Millhouse Mfg. Co. vs. B. & 0: 
R. R. Co. et al. 
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* 8987, Sub. No. 4—Asphalt Ready Roofing Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. 


R. Co. et al. 
* 8987, Sub. No. 5—The Heppes Co. vs. Wabash Ry. Co. et al. 
November 27—Cleveland, Ohio—Examiner La Roe: 
* 9136—Cleveland Provision Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 
November 27—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Bell: 
8711—Crossett Lumber Co. vs. Ark. & La. Mid. Ry. Co. et al. 
November 27—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Money: 
9082—National Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Assn. vs. L. & 
N. R. R. Co. et- al. 
9052—Lehigh Valley~Coal Sales Co. vs. L. V. R. R. Co. 
November 27—Duluth, Minn.—Examiner Watkins: 
1. & S. 904—Duluth dockage absorptions. 
8628—Com. Club of Duluth et al. vs. Pa. Co. et al.. 
November 28—Seattle, Wash.—Examiner Gartner:: 
* = W. Miller Saw Mills Co: vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 
et al. 
* 9061—Powell River Co., Ltd., vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 
November 28—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Worthington: 
* g997—Jewel Tea Co. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 
* 9004—Durham Co. vs. N. Y..C. R. R. Co. et al. 
November 28—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Wood: 
9066—Christophe & Simpson Iron Works Co. vs. C. P. & St. 
L. R. R. Co. et al. 


. 9108—Merchants’ Basket and Box Co. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. 


et al. 

November 28—Salt Lake City, Utah—Examiner Thurtell: 

* 1, & S. 909—Transcontinental case; Fourth Section Applica- 
tions Nos. 205, etc., respecting rates on commodities from 
eastern defined territory to Pacific coast ports and inter- 
mediate points; Fourth Section Applications Nos. 9813, etc., 
respecting rates on barley, beans, canned goods, asphaltum, 
dried fruit, wine and other commodities from Pacific coast 
ports to eastern destinations. 


November 29—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Wood: 

* 9154—Harmon & Evans vs. St. L. & S. F: R. R. Co. et al. 

* re 2 aes nes Shoe Machinery Co. vs. C. & A. R. R. Co. 
et a 

November 29—Fort Worth, Tex.—Examiner Brown: 

* 1, & S. Docket No. 901—Carload minimums. 

November 29—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Worthington: 

* ee & Hegeler Zinc Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 
et al. 

* 9021—Ernst Heldmaier vs. C. I. & L. Ry. Co., also such por- 
tions of fourth section application 2060, filed by J. F. Tucker, 
agent, by which the carriers named as parties thereto ask 
authority to continue to charge for the transportation of 
stone in carloads, from Indianapolis and Morgantown, Ind., 
via the lines of Illinois Central Railroad Co., and from Ellis- 
ton, Mineral City, Sand Pit, Lcgan and Gosport, Ind., via the 
lines of C. I. & L. Ry. Co., to Chicago, Ill., rates which 
are lower than the rates contemporaneously maintained on 
like traffic from or to intermediate points. 

November 29—Toledo, Ohio—Examiner La Roe: 

* 9081—Toledo Produce Exchange vs. N. Y. C. R. R. Co. et al. 

November 29—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Bell: 

* 1, & S, 908—Gasoline from Coffeyville, Kan. 

December 1—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Bell: 

*1, & S. 910—Acids from Missouri River stations. 

December 1—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Wood: 

* 9087—Walter A. Zelnicker Supply Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 

* hE chee A. Zelnicker Supply Co. vs. T. & Ft. S. Ry. Co. 
eta 

* 9041—Walter A. Zelnicker Supply Co. vs. Paris & Gt. Nor. 
R. R. Co. et al. 

December 1—Chicago, IlIl.—Examiner Worthington: 

% a aparece Portland. Cement Co. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. 
et al. 

% oa Harvester Co. of N. J. vs. C. & N. W. 

oO. et 

* 5 epee Calf Meal factory vs. Elgin, J. & E. Ry. Co. 
et a 

December 1—Enid, Okla.—Examiner McKenna: 

* 9050—Alton Mercantile Co. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 

December 2—Grand Rapids, Mich.—Examiner La Roe: 

* ae Rapids Assn. of Commerce vs. B. & O. R. R. 
‘Oo. et al. 

* os Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Ann Arbor 

R. Co. et al. : 

* 7204—Jackson Chamber of Commerce vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. 

Mich. 


et a 

* 7806—The Marshall Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 

* ey rw ined Business Men’s Assn. vs. Ann Arbor R. R. 

0. et al. 

* 7294—Jackson Chamber of Commerce vs. 
R. R. Co. et al, 

December 2—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Worthington: 

* 9056—Acme Steel Goods Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 

* 9086—Channel Chemical Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 

December 2—Waco, Tex.—Examiner Brown: 

* 8894—-William Cameron & Co., Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
et al. Also such portions of Fourth Section Applications 
Nos. 618, 623, 627 and 630, filed by F. A. Leland, agent, by 
which the carriers named as parties thereto ask authority 
to continue to charge for the transportation of sash, doors 
and blinds, door and window frames and woodwork for the 
construction of buildings, from Fort Worth and Waco, Tex., 
to stations in Oklahoma as specified in the complaint, rates 
which are lower than the rates contemporaneously main- 
tained on like traffic from or to intermediate points. 

December 2—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Bell: 

* 1. & S. 880—Western Trunk Line rate increases. 

* i. & S. 887—Dressed poultry for export. 

* 8952—Kanrsas Egg Shippers’ Assn. vs. A: T: & S. F. et-al. 

Decemsine 4—St. Louis, Mo.~Examiner Wood: 

* bere 4h sag Tola Portland Cement Co. vs. M. K. & T. Ry. Co. 
et a 

December: 4—ChHicago, Ill.—Examiner: Worthington: 

* 9115—Sall Mountain Co. vs, Southern re! S.. Co. et al. 


Michigan Central 
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* 9120—Powell Coal Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 

+ oe & Blei Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. & Pa. Ry. Co. 
et al. . 

December 4—Houston, Texas—Examiner Brown: 

* 9109—Layne & Bowler Co. vs. Ft. W. & D. C. Ry. Co. et al., 
also such portions of fourth section applications No. 964 
filed by W. A. Poteet, agent, by which the carriers named 
as parties thereto ask authority to continue to.charge for 
the transportation of wrought iron pipe from Memphis, 
Tenn., to Trinidad, Walsenburg, Alamosa and Mosca, Colo., 
rates which are lower than the rates contemporaneously 
maintained on like traffic from Boden, Texas, and from or 
to other intermediate points. - : 

* 9104—Houston Chamber of Commerce vs. A. T. & S, F. Ry. 
Co. et al., also such gprtions of the following fourth section 
applications, by which the carriers named as parties thereto 
ask authority to continue to charge for the transportation 
of carload shipments of packing house products and lard 
substitutes between Houston, Texas, and points of destina- 
tion in Oklahoma described in the complaint, rates which 
are lower than the rates contemporaneously maintained on 
like traffic from or to intermediate points. 

Applications Nos. 469 and 627 filed by F. A. Leland, agent. 

December 4—Sherman, Texas—Examiner McKenna: 

* sr haar & Harrison Co. vs. Ft. W. & R. G. Ry. Co. 
et al. 

December 4—San Francisco, Cal.—Examiner Gartner: 

* I. & S. 912—Forest products from Nevada stations. 

* 1. & §S. 909—Transcontinental case; Fourth Seetion Applica- 
tions Nos. 205, etc., respecting rates on commodities from 
eastern defined territory to Pacific coast ports and inter- 
mediate points; Fourth Section Applications Nos. 9813, etc., 
respecting rates on barley, beans, canned goods, asphaltum, 
dried fruit, wine and other commodities from Pacific coast 
ports to.eastern destinations. 


December 4—Seattle, Wash.—Examiner Wilson: 

* 8975—The Alaska investigation. 

* at es Hardware Co. et al. vs. P. & A. R. & N. Co. 
et a 

December 5—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Worthington: 

* 9142—Union Petroleum Co. vs. Trinity & B. V. Ry. Co. et al. 

* 9157—Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co. vs. Munising, Marquette 
& Southeastern Ry. Co. et al. 

December 5—Dallas, Texas—Examiner McKenna: 

* 9047—Campbell & Cleaver vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co. et al. 

* 9112—S. M.-Bulley & Son vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co. et al. 

December 6—San Antonio, Texas—Examiner Brown: 

* 8904—McDavitt Bros. et al. vs. St. L. B. & M. Ry. Co. et al. 

* 9150—The Delaware Punch Co. of Texas vs. G. H. & S. A. 
Ry. Co. et al. 

* 9159—Eagle Pass Lumber Co. vs. G. H. & S. A. Ry. Co. et al. 

December 6—Tuscaloosa, Ala.—Examiner Gibson: 

- nao aaa Board of Trade vs. Ala. Gt. Sou. R. R. Co. 
et al. 

December 7—Texarkana, Ark.—Examiner McKenna: 

* 9138—N. A. Webster vs. N. O. & N. E. R. R. Co. et al. 


December 7—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Bell: 

* 9078—Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis et al. vs. Term. R. R. 
Assn, of St. Louis et al. 

December 8—Fort Smith, Ark.—Examiner McKenna: 

* 9072—Best-Clymer Mfg. Co. vs. Ark. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 

December 11—Nashville, Tenn.—Examiner Bell: 

* 9018—Traffic Bureau of Nashville vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. 

December 11—Phoenix, Ariz.—Examiner Brown: 

* ——— Corporation Commission vs. A. 'T. & S. F. Ry. 
et al. 

December 11—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Bell: 

* 9039—Laundrymen’s National Assn. of America vs. 
Express Co. et al. 

* 9131—Dimmitt-Caudle-Smith Live Stock, Co. et al. vs. C. B. 
& Q. R. R. et al. 

December 11—Portland, Ore.—Examiner Thurtell: 

* |, & §, 909—Transcontinental case; Fourth Section Applica- 
tions Nos. 205, etc., respecting rates on commodities from 
eastern defined territory to Pacific coast ports and inter- 
mediate points; Fcurth Section Applications Nos. 9813, etc., 
respecting rates on barley, beans, canned goods, asphaltum, 
dried fruit, wine and other commodities from Pacific coast 
ports to eastern destinations. 

December 12—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Bell: 

* 9078—Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis et al. vs. Term. R. R. 
Assn. of St. Louis, Mo., et al. 

December 14—Spokane, Wash.—Examiner Thurtell: 

* 1. & §S. 909—Transcontinental case; Fourth Section Applica- 
tions Nos. 205, etc., respecting rates on commodities from 
eastern defined territory to Pacific coast ports and inter- 
mediate points; Fourth Section Applications Nos. 9813, etc., 
respecting rates on barley, beans, canned goods, asphaltum, 
dried fruit, wine and other commodities from Pacific coast 
ports to eastern destinations. 

December 15—Argument, Washington, D. C.: 

8131—In the matter of rates and classification of lumber and 
forest products. 

8714—Swift & Co. vs. N. Y. N. & H. R. R. Co. et.al. 

a -Moore Iron Co. of Virginie vs. & & O. Ry. Co. 
et a sd 


December 15—Natchez, Miss.—Examiner Gibson: 

* ass A gy Chamber of Commerce vs. La, & Ark. Ry. 
0. et a 

* 8857—Natchez Chamber of Commerce vs. Y. & M. V. R. R. Co. . 

* ay a Chamber of Commerce vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry.- 
o. eta 

* ae: Chamber of Commerce vs. Y. & M. V. R. R. 
‘Oo. et’a 

* a a? Chamber of Commerce ys. Y. & M. V. R. R. 
o. eta 

* 8920—Natchez Chamber of Commerce ys. Ark, La. & Gulf R. 
“R. Co. ‘et al. P 
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* re game Chamber of Commerce vs, Ark. & La. Mid. Ry. 
o. et al. 

December 16—Nashville, Tenn.—Examiner Bell: 

* 9151—Cayce Coal Co. et al. vs. LL. & .N. R. R. Co. 

* 9018—Traffic Bureau of Nashville vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


October 28, in I. and S. No. 954, the Commission suspended 
from November 1 until March 1 schedules in the following: 
E. B. Boyd, agent, Sup. 6 to I..C. C. No. A677, Sup. 7 to I. C. C. 
No. A677, Sup. 3 to I. C. C. No. A691, Sup 4 to I. C. C. No. 
A691. A.'D. Hall, agent, Sup. 3 to I. C. C. No. A65, Sup. 4 to 
I. C. C. No. A65. The suspended schedules increase rates on 
soap, less than carloads, from Kansas City, Mo., and related 
points to Memphis, Cairo, Evansville and other river crossings 
applicable on traffic destined to southeastern territory. Rates 


to certain destifiations in Missouri are also increased by can- - 


cellation of existing commodity rates. 

October 28, Boyd’s Sup. 39 to I. C. C. No. A360, was sus- 
pended in part from November 1 until January 29, 1917, by I. 
and S. 935—cement-to Nebraska stations. 

October 30, Supplement 19 to Missouri Pacific I. C. C. No. 
A2860 was supended from November 1 until March 1, 1917, by 
I. and S. No. 955—Louisiana cotton. 

October 31, M. K. & T. Ry. I. C. C. No. A4260 and I. C. C. 
A4261 suspended in part from October 31 until January 29, 1917, 
by I. & S. Docket 880, Western Trunk Line rate increases. 
Seventh supplemental order. 

October 31, M. K. & T. I. C. C. No. A4260 and A4261 sus- 
pended in part from October 31 until February 28, 1917, by 
I. & S. Docket 910, acids to Missouri River points. j Second sup- 
plemental order. 

November 1, in I. and S. 881, the Commission further sus- 
pended from November 2 until May 2, 1917, certain schedules 
contained in tariffs set forth in said order. The suspended 
schedules cancel joint rail and lake class and commodity rates, 
the operation of which was first suspended from July 5 and July 
15 until November 2. 

November 1, in I. and S. No. 882, the Commission further sus- 
pended from November 7 until May 7, Baltimore & Ohio I. C. C. 
No. 14546. The suspended tariff increases rates on sand, loam 
and black dirt from Dock Siding, Gary, McCools, Miller and 
Willow Creek, Ind., to points within the Chicago switching dis- 
trict. It was first suspended from July 10 until November 7. 


Digest of New Complaints| 


No. 8999, Sub. No. 1. Norman T. Whitaker vs. The Pullman Co. 
Against a rate of $1.25 for a chair in a Pullman car be- 

tween New York and Washington, a distance of 225 miles, 
as being unjust in view of a rate of $1.00 for a distance of 
235 miles between New York and Boston. Asks for a just and 
reasonable Pullman chair rate between Washington and 
New York. 

No. 9200. Commission’s inquiry in re mail pay. 

No. 9202. Creamery Package Mfg. Co., Coffeyville, Kan., vs. 
Kansas City Southern Ry. Co. et al. 

Against a rate of 29 cents on a carload of egg case fillers 
from Coffeyville to Gentry, Ark., as unjust and unreasonable. 
Ask for the application of a published rate of 20 cents and 
reparation. (Correction). 

No. 9208. \ saaarestead (Mich.) Business Men’s Assn. vs. Ann Ar- 
bor et al. 

Against its rating as a 120 per cent point on the New York- 
Chicago scale as resulting in unjust, unreasonable and un- 
duly discriminatory rates and charges to the prejudice of 
manufacturers and jobbers at Petoskey. Ask to be placed 
on the 100 per cent point basis. (Correction). 

No. 9209. Waverly Oil Works vs. Pennsylvania R. R. Co. 

Question as to whether the interstate rate of 4.2 cents per 
100 pounds or intrastate rate of 32 cents per ton should apply 
on ten carloads of petroleum oil shipped between April 10 and 
April 19, 1916, from Pittsburgh, Pa., to Homestead for re- 
shipment to New York for export. 

No. 9023, Sub. 29. National Live Stock Exchange vs. Ann Arbor 
et al. 

Against rates and carload minima on live stock in Official 
Classification territory as unjust and unreasonable. Asks for 
rates and minima not in excess of those in effect Jan. 1, 1916. 
(Correction). 

a > — J. C. Rawson, Millbank, S. D., vs. C. C. C. & St. 

. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable charges on lump coal from Harris- 
burg, Ill., to Milbank. Asks for a cease and desist order and 
reparation. (Correction). 

No. 9238. Jacob E. Decker & Sons, Mason City, Ia., vs. Minn. 
& St. Louis et al. 

Alleges unjust and unreasonable rates on green meats 
packed in salt, bulk or in packages, from Mason City to all 
points in Western Classification territory, including all points 
west of the Illinois-Indiana state line. Ask for packing house 
products rate on such green meats packed in salt. (Cor- 
rection.) 

No. 9241. The Barrétt Co., New York, vs. D. L. & W. et al. 

Against a 15-cent rate on benzol, C. L., from Solvay, N. Y., 
to Philadelphia, as unjust and unreasonable. Asks for just 
and reasonable rates and reparation. 

No. 9242. Timmons Harmount, as the Harmount Tie and Lum- 
ber Co., Chillicothe, O., vs. L. & N. et al. ; 

Against a combination rate of 20 cents on switch cross ties 
from Lewisburg, Ky., to: Bradford Junction, Pa., as unjust 
and unreasonable. Asks for reasonable rates and reparation. 

No. 9244. Mayfield & Graves County Commercial Club, Mayfield, 
Ky., vs. B. & O. et al. 
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Unjust, unreasonable and unduly discriminatory rates on 
leaf tobacco from Mayfield to —_ in Trunk Line territory. 
Asks for a rate not to exceed 2 cents over rate to Paducah. 

No. 9245. Business Men’s League of Helena, Ark., vs. St. Louis 
Iron Mountain & Southern. 

Alleges that failure of carrier to provide for compression 0: 
cotton at Helena for reshipment to Boston constitutes unduc 
discrimination against Helena in favor of Pine Bluff, wher« 
there is compression. Asks for the privilege on the terms on 
which it is accorded to Pine Bluff. 

No. 9246. Standard Oil Co. (Kentucky), Louisville, vs. Yazoo 
& Mississippi Valley et al. Unreasonable rate on petroleum 
fuel oil from Arcola, Miss., to Lenoir City, Tenn. Ask for 
a cease and desist order and reparation. 

No. 9247. New York Produce Exchange, New York City, vs. 
B. & O. R. R. et al. 

Against rule 7 in Sup. No. 10 to B. & O., I. C. C. No. 14095, 
relating to storage of property not consigned in shipping 
order and bill of lading for export. Asks for a cease and 
desist order and reasonable rules. 

No. 9248. Orrin S. Good, Spokane, Wash., vs. Great Northern. 

Unjust; unreasonable and unduly disciriminatory rates on 
eleven carloads of pine and fir from Waldo, B. C., to Willis- 
ton, Marysville, Lawton, Kindred, Blaisdell and Cartwright, 
N. D. Asks for a reasonable rate and reparation. 

No. 9249. Frank J. and Chas. J. Knopke, doing business as 
Knopke Bros., Denver, Colo., vs. Chicago & Alton et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable rate on Spanish cedar lumber 
from Brooklyn to Denver. Ask for a cease and desist order 
and reparation. 

No. 9250. Cudahy Packing Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. D. L. & W. 
R. R. Co. et al. 

Unreasonable charges on imported fresh meats unloaded by 
complainants from ships and transported by them at their 
own expense to cars for shipment to western destinations. 
Asks for a cease and desist order and reparation. 

No. 9252. National Live Stock Exchange, Chicago, vs. Aber- 
deen & Rockfish et al. 

Against rates on stock or feeder cattle, hogs and sheep as 
unjust and unreasonable because greater than 75 per cent of 
rates on cattle ready for slaughter. Ask for just and rea- 
sonable rates on stock or feeder cattle. 

No. 9253. Stonega Coal and Coke Co. et al. vs. L. & N. 

Asking .for the establishing of through routes and joint 
rates from points on the Interstate Railroad and Imboden 
and Keokee on the Appalachian Division of the Southern Ry. 
not exceeding rates from Appalachia, Big Stone Gap, Black- 
wood and Norton to the same destinations. 

No. 9254. National Association of Waste Material Dealers, Bos- 
ton, vs. N. Y. C. et al. 

Against Official Classification ratings on mixed strings, 
classifying them as old rope and cordage, as unjust for the 
reason that mixed strings are accumulated in paper mills, 
stores and factories, and are simply a waste product, sold 
and used exclusively in the manufacture of paper. Ask for 
a cease and desist order and lower rating. 

No. 9255. R. C. Laird, Tabor, Ia., vs. Tabor & Northern et al. 

Against rates on fat cattle to the South Omaha market as 
unjust, unreasonable and unduly discriminatory against 
Iowa shipping points, especially Tabor, and in favor of other 
cattle shipping points. 

No. 9256, amble-Robinson Fruit Co., Aberdeen, S.-D:, vs. C. 
B. & Q. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable charges on barreled apples from 
Seymour, Mo., to Aberdeen due to misrouting. Ask for a 
cease and desist order and reparation. 

No. 9257. Warren Fish Co. et al., Pensacola, Fla., vs. L. & N. 

Aganst the collection of the rates on fresh fish on the ice 
used to preserve the fish as being unjust and unreasonble. 
Ask for cease and desist order and reparation. 

No. 9259. The Wichita Traffic Bureau, Wichita, Kan., vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al. Py 

Against rates on newsprint paper from International Falls, 
Minn., Cloquet, Grand Rapids, Little Falls, Sartell and Chi- 
cago as unjust and unreasonable and unduly discriminatory. 
Asks for a cease and desist order and reparation. 

No. 9260. Beekman Lumber Co., Kansas City, Mo., vs. La. Ry. 
& Nav. Co. et al. 

Alleges illegal charges on a carload of yellow pine from 
Pineville, La., to Suffern, New York, by reason of inattention 
to a reconsigning instruction. Ask for a cease and desist 
order and reparation. é 

No. 9261. The Casey-Hedges Co., Chattanooga, Tenn., vs. Ala. 
Gt. Sou. R. R. 

Against a rate of $16.00 per ton on cast iron pipe and cast 
iron pipe fittings from Chattanooga to Manila, P. I., as un- 
just and unreasonable and in violation of a $13.00 rate quoted 
by the Alabama Great Southern and on the faith of which 
complainant entered into a contract. Asks for a cease and 
desist order and reparation. 

No. 9262. Clinton (Ia.) Sugar Refining Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable charges on oan feed handled in 
transit established in supposed compliance with Commis- 
sion’s order in Docket 4332. Asks for a cease and desist 
order and reparation. 

No. 9263. J. F. Weiser & Co., Inc., Hico, Tex., vs. M. K. & 
T. of Texas et al. 

Alleges overcharges on: grain from Salt Fort, Okla., milled- 
in-transit at Hico and reshipped. Asks for a cease and desist 
order and reparation. 

No. 9264. The Mount Pleasant (Tenn.) Fertilizer Co. vs. L. & 
N. et al. 

Alleges unjust and unreasonable rates on fertilizer from 
Mount Pleasant to Corinth,,Miss. Asks for a cease and desist 
order and reparation. 

No. 9251. Fruit Dispatch Co., New York City, vs. P. & R. 

Unreasonable rates on bananas, imported through New 
York, through the failure of respondent to furnish door 
boards or slats or in any manner to block, stake or other- 
wise secure complainant’s .shipments of bananas in ac- 
cordance with Supplement Ne. 4 to its I. C. ©. No. J-4785. 
Asks for a cease and desist order and reparation, 
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THE COURSE OF TRAFFIC, LESSONS 


Editor The Traffic World: 

We write to congratulate you on taking the step in 
arranging for a course of traffic lessons under the direc- 
tion of Professor Huebner. 

For years we have heard of the urgent need of education 
in traffic matters and we feel that great progress has been 
made by courses on the subject in various schools. Also 
the Traffic World has been a medium, and it is hard to 
estimate the good that has been done by your giving pub- 
licity to all kinds of traffic problems: 

But see the far-reaching benefits of this proposition: 
Your publication going all over this country from coast to 
coast, setting forth, as it does, all the various traffic ques- 
tions and problems for the benefit of the subscribers, and 
then to include a practical traffic course by a competent 
authority, and it will certainly be the fault of the readers 
if they do not take advantage of the opportunity offered. 

I think this is one of the greatest steps forward that has 
ever been proposed for education in traffic work and you 
are deserving of much credit. Wishing you every success, 
I am J. W. Cobey, 

Traffic Manager, National Cash Register Company. 

Dayton, Ohio, October 27, 1916. 


DEFEATING THE THROUGH RATE 


Editor The Traffic World: 

Your correspondent, A. P., in issue of October 21, page 
813, refers to a decision of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission written by Chairman Prouty, under date of June 
6, 1912, in which the Commissioner at that time set forth 
in his usual clear language a series of rate situations that 
have been in existence for years past and were not cor- 
rected when the principal effective amendments to the act 
were passed in 1906. 

These situations have apparently been allowed to con- 
tinue with the tacit approval of the Commission. Some 
of them are in direct violation of the provisions of the act. 

Your correspondent states that he has been unable to 
locate where Congress has ‘acted on the subject. I direct 
his attention to the amendments to section 6 of the Act 
to regulate commerce, made in August, 1912, particularly 
sub-section (c). The legislative history of these amend- 
ments, particularly (c), is as follows: 

In the Congressional Record, May 21, 1912, the amend- 
ments were under discussion in the House and the amend- 
ments enacted at that time were reported by the chairman 
of the House committee in the nature of a substitute 
(6921). No hearings were had by the House committee 
on these amendments covered by sub-section (c). They 
first appeared in a House bill introduced March 15, 1912, 
House bill 219669, and the particular amendments referred 
to were not discussed in detail in the procedings before 
the House. When the bill reached the Senate the amend- 
ments were reported by the Senate committee as they 
passed the House and no written report was made by the 
Senate committee on the bill. 





I am under the impression that the records of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission will show that the sub-sec- 
tion (c) amendment was suggested by the Commission 
and, as Commissioner Prouty was no doubt in charge of 
these matters at that time, he probably made the recom- 
mendation, having in mind the Opinion 24, I. C. C. 570, 
which was then being considered by the Commission. 

The terms of section 6 (c) appeared to attempt to give 
the Commission wide power as to determining to what 
traffic proportional transshipment rates could be applied. 

This is an attempt to allow the Commission to continue 
a set of rates which are entirely contrary to the general 
provisions of the act. The subject will no ‘doubt be 
brought to the attention of the Newlands investigating 
committee. 

For reference I quote the sub-section referred to: 

(c) To establish maximum proportional rates by rail to and 
from the ports to which the traffic is brought, or from which 
it is taken by the water carrier, and to determine to what 
traffic and in connection with what vessels and upon what 
terms and conditions such rates shall apply. By proportional 
rates are meant those which differ from the corresponding local 
rates to and from the port and which apply only to traffic 


which has been brought to the port or is carried from the port 
by a cOmmon carrier by water. 


See Opinion 21, I. C. C., 207; June 12, 1911. 
F. W. Pancoast. 
New York, N. Y., Oct. 26, 1916. 


THE NEW C. F. A. SCALE 


Editor The Traffic World: 

I noticed in the last two issues of The Traffic World 
the statements made by interested people, regarding the 
character of tariffs issued by Eugene Morris, agent, cov- 
ering the new C. F. A. scale, and it would appear that 
their principal objection, aside from any question of the 
reasonableness of the rates shown therein, was the 
manner in which the tariffs were made up and the ap- 
parent impracticability fof common use. 


I believe that a little light might be thrown on this 
question by informing your readers that these tariffs are 
really published in the form that they are for the purpose 
of economizing not only in the matter of space but in the 
number of tariffs published covering these readjustments 
in the class rates. 


I believe that I am violating no confidence when I state 
that I have received information from a most reliable 
source that the rates thus carried in Morris’s tariffs are 
for the purpose of simplifying the whole question during 
the process of testing out the reasonableness of these rates. 
In other words, they have made these tariffs to cover 
certain basic groups with the understanding, of course, 
that the tariffs will be suspended by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and possibly by the state commissions 
as far as intrastate rates are concerned, pending an in- 
vestigation. As you are probably aware, at the present 
time the class rates in the C. F. A. territory are. carried 
in individual issues by the various lines, and these have 
been consolidated into the Morris issues for the mere 
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purpose of simplifying the whole situation in the discus- 
sion that will undoubtedly arise. 

In‘ doing this it was thought that the junction points 
were sufficient to enable anyone having sufficient knowl- 
edge of the situation to work the rate out at any particu- 
lar point intermediate to or between junctions, and they 
were not at all intended to be put into commission as 
active publications when the question~ is finally decided 
as to the reasonableness of the rate; but the. Morris issues 
will then be canceled and the roads will return to the 
publication, individually, of the rates finally decided to 
be the proper basis for use. 

I believe this method also will appeal to the shippers, 
for it enables them to collect all of the tariffs in which 
they are interested very conveniently and, instead of 
poring over a large number of tariffs to discover any 
discrepancies between them, they have the whole matter 
before them in these individual issues of Morris, and it 
will enable us to arrive at our own conclusions and be in a 
position to better present them to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and the state commissions in request 
for suspension if it is decided by us to protest against 
the rates named. . 

Looking at the situation from this standpoint, I believe 
that any traffic man can get in touch with the official of 
the carrier in which he is mostly interested and confirm 
this information and obtain further or additional informa- 
tion which will enable him to overcome his objection to 
the manner in which these tariffs are made up. 

W. J. Tomkins. 

Chicago, Ill., Oct. 30, 1916. 


VALUATION AND RATES 


Editor The Traffic World: 

Reports covering the valuation of two of the railroads, 
the Atlanta, Birmingham & Atlantic, and the Texas Mid- 
land, have been turned in. One shows that the former is 
overcapitalized, while the other states that the latter is 
not. 

It has often been Stated that valuation is to be used 
as a basis in determining what are reasonable rates. 
Does this mean that the A., B. & A. would be compelled 
to reduce its rates, while the Texas Midland would be 
allowed to increase their’s? Suppose it is found, when 
the work of valuation is finally completed, that a large 
number of the railroads are aqvercapitalized; does this 
mean that they,may be forced to reduce their rates? 

If this is the case, and taking into consideration the 
crying needs of the railroads, even under the present 
large earnings, there is no doubt but that there will be 
a considerable increase in the receiverships in this coun- 
try. Already one-sixth of the total mileage is in the hands 
of receivers, to say nothing of those lines that are on 
the verge of receivership, and if rates were made, based 
upon the valuation, as in the case of the A., B. & A., there 
is no question but that the percentage of receiverships 
would be greatly increased. There would be only one 
result—government ownership. 3 

I am sure a much brighter outlook could not be found 
for the railroads under such conditions (?). 

Edw. E. Titus. 

Hasbrouck Heights, N. J., Oct. 31, 1916. 


INDIVIDUAL EMBARGOES 


Editor The Traffic World: 
Recently a railroad in New York placed a force of clerks 
to work on one of its freight piers and removed all freight 
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which remained beyond pier storage time to public ware- 
houses. 

This energy should serve to awaken some of the slumber- 
ing shippers who ship material into New York indis- 
criminately, without regard for its disposal when it ar- 
rives, Yt ee . 

Undoubtedly this short-sighted action on their (ship- 
pers’) part plays an important part in the numerous pres 
ent-day embargoes, as they use space on the piers to which 
they are not entitled and the well-meaning shipper suffers 
therefor. 

This is another instance where the alert shipper gets it 
in the neck. He will not ship his material unless he can 
dispose of it when it arrives, and he suffers because of the 
indifference of the shippers who persist in using the rail- 
road piers for storage purposes. 

This well-merited action of the railroad company will 
probably bear fruit temporarily; but would it not be an 
act of wisdom to apply the individual embargo to the 
shippers in New York, as is done elsewhere? 


By this method due preference will be given to those 
deserving shippers who act in good faith, and the em- 
bargoes will penalize those shippers who deserve it, and a 
ketter feeling of co-operation and satisfaction will result. 

W. W. White, 
Traffic Manager, A. S. Cameron Steam Pump Works. 
New York, N. Y., October 26, 1916. 


UNIFORMITY IN REGULATION 


. Editor The Traffic World: 


It is apparent that it is only a question of time, unless 
there is some material changes in state regulation of 
common carriers, that the federal powers are going to 
exercise jurisdiction over the entire field. Without any 
intention of criticizing either branch of our government, I 
personally believe that complete federal jurisdiction is 
preferable to our, present dual system,,chiefly because it 
would have the effect of bringing about more stable rates 
and possibly more prosperous conditions. Seldom do we 
see our two present systems in harmony. State rates have 
been more on‘less uncertain at all times and in many 
cases have been found to be made without any apparent 
regard for the “rules of the game,” although I believe the 
intention at the time was to do justice by all concerned. 

One thing, in my opinion, that makes it difficult for our 
state commissioners properly to exercise their powers is 
that the office of commissioner is elective and one com- 
missioner is seldom in service long enough to become thor- 
cughly familiar with the duties of his office. Rate-making 
is a science and the knowledge necessary is not acquired 
in two or four years or ever without elose application. If 
the office of state commissioner were appointive, like vur 
federal body, and paid sufficient salary to secure men of 
experience, there would -be a decided change in the atti- 
tude toward state commissions. 

Furthermore, the state legislatures have béen- slow to 
recognize the importance of this branch of our govern- 
ment and appropriations sufficient to secure necessary data 
in matters affecting the public have been lacking. Some 
states do uot publish complete reports of their findings 
simply because the money necessary to do this has not 
been appropriated. Like a court of last resort, this should 
be done and there is no one thing to my mind that would 
do so much toward gaining public confidence, which is 30 
essential to assure success of this branch of our govern- 
ment. This, however, is only one cog in the wheel, and 
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before it is going to be run smoothly and be efficient it 
must have the other essentials. 

A good many of our state laws were suitable to condi- 
tions twenty years ago that are not suitable for present- 
day conditions. The Act to regulate commerce could be 
effectively used as a model in drafting a law to be adopted 
by all states in so far as applicable to state conditions and 
use the Interstate Commerce Commission’s reports as a 
guide in construing such act. General conditions, so far 
as transportation is concerned, are not so widely different 
in the various states that a general uniform act could not 
be adopted, and I believe such a movement would meet 
with the approval of the various legislatures. If we are 
bound to have a dual system, let’s make it uniform. 

Undoubtedly no one objects to the carriers receiving 
justice. This is all they may hope for, and I believe it is 
immaterial to the carriers whether this be dispensed by 
federal or state authority so long as it is uniform, so they 
may reasonably comply with the dictates of the governing 
body. It must be admitted that it is rather an embarrass- 
ing position to be placed in to have three or four state 
commissions after you on the same general subject matter 
and each demanding it be done in a different manner. 
Uniformity would mean simplicity and have a tendency 
to do no injury and produce public good, the real purpose 
of regulation. Most carriers have discarded the Commo- 
dore Vanderbilt idea of “the public be damned,” and are 
earnestly and conscientiously trying to serve the public 
satisfactorily. ‘They may .not in all cases see the same 
subject matter in the same light we do, but this does not 
alter the fact that they are sincere in their efforts. 

The effect of the Shreveport and Memphis cases has been 
to limit the powers of the state commissions in order to 
remove a discrimination found to exist against interstate 
commerce. Unquestionably the Interstate Commerce Com: 


‘ nvission has not exceeded its power and has not exercised 


the full jurisdiction conferred by Congress—this is but the 
beginning. 

To sum the proposition up, what the public wants is 
effective and uniform regulation of common carriers, just 
and reasonable rates and regulations, and whether this is 
obtained through-federal or state regulation is immaterial. 
At the present time federal jurisdiction is the most effect- 
ive and uniform and so far we have had little or no reason 
to complain of their-findings. ~ 

G. F. Williams, Traffic Manager, Darragh Company. 

Little Rock, Ark., November 1, 1916. 


CAR SHORTAGE SUGGESTION 


Editor The Traffic World: 

We are writing with a view to arousing the public to 
such an extent that suggestions will be made for the han- 
dling of car shortages. 

We see no reason why the carriers in time of car short- 
age would’ object to handling (loading and unloading) car- 
loads over their platforms. By the carriers handling car- 
loads over their platforms they would be able to load the 
cars to full capacity and save from 25 to 50 per cent of 
their equipment. - We do not suggest that carriers load 
and unload all commodities, but to handle such commodi- 
ties as would be easily handled, such as whisky, vinegar, 
preserves, canned goods (groceries), tobacco (in boxes) 
and numerous other commodities that are similarly packed. 

Neither do we see any reason why consignor nor con- 
signee would object to such loading, claiming that one 
certain commodity Would: damage the other, for when 
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shipped and loaded less-than-carload the goods are loaded 
with many different kinds of commodities. It would be 
understood that when loading cars as above described, 
they would be loaded not to break bulk in transit. 

We understand that carload rates are made on basis for 
consignor and consignee to load and unload carloads, but 
the loading and unloading of carloads are now permitted 
in a few cities, so why not treat all alike. Would like to 
hear from readers of The Traffic World on the car shortage; 
and it may have influence upon the carriers in considering 
more seriously improving the present existing condition. 

H. L. Stark, Traffic Manager, Wright & Taylor. 

Louisville, Ky., October 31, 1916. 


OPPOSES CENTRALIZED CONTROL 


The following letter, under date of October 23, has been 
sent to H. G. Wilson, chairman of the legislative com- 
mittee of the National Industrial Traffic League, by H. F. 
Lindsay, of Lindsay Brothers, Milwaukee, Wis.: 

“Replying to the questionnaire letter sent out in behalf 
of the legislative committee inquiring as to the attitude 
of the members toward the proposed exclusive federal 
control of carriers, after giving the matter considerable 
thought I have arrived at the following conclusions: 

“First—I believe the League should favor the federal 
incorporation of common carriers that are engaged in 
interstate traffic and also the regulation of their securi- 
ties. The issuance of securities of interstate carriers is 
a matter of general public interest and should be regulated 
by a body which is representative of those interests. 
Intrastate carriers can properly be incorporated in the 
state in which they operate and their securities regulated 
by that state. 


“Second—I do not believe that the League should favor 
exclusive federal regulation of railroads. I am not un- 
mindful of the conflict between federal and state control, 
in certain sections of this country, and the probable ad- 
vantage to shippers as well as to carriers in those sec- 
tions of mere uniform regulation. The wide publicity that 
has been given the Shreveport case and one or two other 
like situations, has brought about an exaggerated idea 
of many people as to the relation between the regulation 
of carriers by the federal Commission and by the state 
commissions. To read some of the articles that are writ- 
ten on this subject, one might think that the entire regu- 
lation of carriers by state commissions was in conflict 
with the regulation of the federal Commission. This I 
do not believe to be the case. In fact, I believe that to 
a very large extent the regulation of the carriers by the 
state commissions supplements the work of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission without serious conflict. The In- 
terstate Commerce Commission has its hands more than 
full with even its present work of the regulation of inter- 
state traffic and even now feels the need of its enlarge- 
ment and reorganization in order to be able to cope with 
the field of regulation that it is now covering. In view 
cf this situation it would be a great injustice to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to multiply manyfold the 
work which would be required of it if it were to assume 
the regulation of traffic within the states. 


“To illustrate: If the Interstate Commerce Commission 
were to assume the full regulation of intrastate traffic, it 
would have upon its hands the regulation of the hundreds 
of electric interurban and street railroads operating in 
many states. These electric lines are common carriers 
of both freight and passengers, competing ofttimes with 
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the steam railroads, and an increasing rumber of them 
are transporting carload freight as well as package freight. 
There are endless controversies between these lines and 
the municipalities in which or between which they oper- 
ate, as to the reasonableness of their rates and the ade- 


quacy of their service, the adjustment of which has been’ 


handled with success by state railroad commissions. It 
would be the height of folly to load this work upon the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

“It has been suggested that the regulation of the electric 
line might be left to the state railroad or public utilities 
commission, but this suggestion is based-upon the assump- 
tion that a practical line of demarcation can be drawn 
as between carriers operating by electricity and those 
operating by steam power. This assumption is wrong. 


“As mentioned before, the electric lines, especially the 
interurban lines, are in many cases common carriers of 
both package and carload freight in competition with 
steam railroads. Even our large steam railroads have 
already begun in the terminals of large cities to electrify 
and their terminals, and the time is not far off when long 
stretches of their main lines will be electrified as well. 
One of our transcontinental lines has already electrified 
a portion of its main line and it is reliably reported that 
definite plans are on foot for other transcontinental car- 
riers to do likewise. It would seem, therefore, as though 
no practical line of distinction can be drawn as between 
carriers operating by electric power and those operating 
by steam power, and it would create a manifestly illogical 
situation to divide their regulation as between federal and 
state commissions. 

“As I understand it, the primary object of those who 
propose to do away with regulation of the carriers by 
state commissions is to eliminate discriminations that 
arise as a result of the present dual regulation. The 
decisions of the United States Supreme Court have already 
put a construction on the federal statutes which em- 
powers the Interstate Commerce Commission to correct 
these discriminations where they are found to exist, and 
the federal Commission in recent decisions has indicated 
its determination to use their power in that direction to 
the fullest extent. I cannot therefore see the need of 
radical legislation. 

“It is my opinion that there is very grave danger in 
the propa a that is being carried out for the elimina- 
tion of dual fFegulation, in that we would simply destroy 
the effectiveness of the present federal control and find 
ourselves merely stepping from the frying pan into the fire. 


“I hope that every angle of this situation will be gone ’ 


into thoroughly at our annual meeting.” 


It is not the idea—at least it is not our idea—that federal 
control need be substituted for state control in all respects. It 
is only necessary in matters, such as rates, where there is 
danger of conflict and in matters where there is likely to be 
unfair duplication and inconsistency. Men who would set 
about it with unbiased minds to remedy the defects of our 
dual system of regulation could easily find a fair working basis. 
As we have said before, that some state’ commissions some- 
times -work in harmony with the spirit that is supposed to 
dominate the federal commission is not an argument against 
centralized regulation. There is still the possibility and the 
probability and the fact that many state commissions at 
other times take an altogether too narrow view, with no regard 
for uniformity or efficiency.—Editor The Traffic World. 


OREGON CAR SHORTAGE 


The Public Service Commission of Oregon has announced 
its findings in its investigation of the facilities of the 
Southern Pacific Company for the loading and transporta- 
tion of freight in carload quantities and otherwise, held 
in response to complaints of shippers in the western part 
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ef the state who have been confronted with a distressing 
car shortage with no indication of immediate relief. 

“Beginning early in the spring of 1916,” the commission 
says, “this car shortage, with but temporary relief. during 
April and May, had continued with increasing severity 
until many industries, because of lack of cars, were forced 
to either entirely suspend operations, or operate but a 
portion of the time, when, in some instances, regular and 
continuous operation was absolutely essential to their con- 
tinued existence.” 

In announcing its findings, the comission says: 

, “In view of the earnest desire manifested by the carrier 
to co-operation with the commission and the shippers in 
the solution of this problem, no formal action will be 
taken at this time other than the submission to the com- 
pany, for their consideration and acceptance or rejection, 
of the following suggestions and recommendations: 

“1. That active steps be taken by the company to com- 
pel the return of their equipment from connecting lines 
within a reasonable time, and, if under the present rules' 
they are without recourse, a determined effort be made 
to have such rules amended. ; 

“2. That arrangements be made to move all company 
material possible during times when no car shortage 
exists. 

“3. That immediate action toward acquiring an ade- 
quate supply of new equipment, especially box and flat 
cars and necessary motive power, be taken. 

“4. That a car distribution bureau, in charge of an 
officer with authority to act, and supplied with a sufficient 
force to handle the situation, be established at Portland, 
Ore., or an equally advantageous point, at ‘once. By ‘a 
sufficient force’ is contemplated not only clerical and other 
assistance necessary to handle the office work in all its 
details, but a corps of inspectors, or special agents, who 
will continually be in the field, lending assistance wher- 
ever possible, and keeping the bureau supplied with first- 
hand information as to the conditions existing. 

“5. That the proper steps be taken to insure routing 
instructions, where necessary, being delivered immediately 
upon cars being spotted, and to prevent the placing of 
more cars than can be loaded within a reasonable time. 

“6. That necessary steps be taken to prevent loaded 
cars remaining on sidings after the passage of the first 
local freight train in the direction in which the shipment 
is to move. 

“7, That all interstate demurrage rates be increased 
to the basis of intrastate rates, and ‘that all free time on 
interstate export shipments after the first five days be 
abolished. ; 

“8. That rules and regulations be established which will 
prevent discrimination in the furnishing of cars due to the 
manipulation of car orders. 

“9. That the discrimination now existing between Ore- 
gon and California industries be removed at once. 

“The Southern Pacific Company will be required to in- 
dicate to the commission within twenty days from and 
after the service of a copy hereof upon it what action will 
be taken in regard to the suggestions and recommenda- 
tions above set forth. Jurisdiction will be retained herein 
by the commission for the purpose of such further cot- 
sideration and action as may be deemed proper.” 


CHANGE IN DOCKET. 

Argument in case 5585; W. F. Boardman Co. et al. vs. 
A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. assigned for November 2 at 
Washington, D. C., was postponed to a date to be hereafter 
fixed. 
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Increasing Efficiency on the Short Haul 


New Devices, Suggestions and Methods for Increasing Efficiency in Freight Handling and Other 
Branches of Traffic Work. Contributions Are Welcomed. THE TRAFFIC WORLD Will Be 


EARLY CLOSING OF FREIGHT 
STATIONS 


I. G. Markey, manager of the Southern Weighing and 
Inspection Bureau, Atlanta, Ga., has prepared.a circular 
for circulation among shippers with a view to aiding agen- 
cies at large cities in the matter of an earlier closing 
hour for receiving stations. It is his idea that if his 
plan is adopted greater efficiency will be the result. His 
remedial suggestions are made from actual figures at 
twelve principal cities in the Southeast. The circular, 
addressed “to shippers” and signed “Local Freight Agents’ 
Association,” is as follows: 


“Permit us to offer tangible reasons indicating that it 
will be to your advantage and aid carriers to serve their 
patrons more effectively, if you will arrange your organ- 
ization so that your shipments_may be delivered to the 
freight receiving stations not later than 4 p. m. daily: 

“(1) Get an early start. 
ranged to meet local conditions. If it is the custom of 
a shipping community to withhold shipments until late 
afternoon hours, freight train:schedules are fixed in ac- 





Pleased to Answer Inquiries Concerning Any Device or Method Mentioned in This Department 


Freight schedules are ar-:- 


TABLE INDICATING NUMEER OF TEAMS, PACKAGES AND THE TONNAGE DELIVERED AT RECEIVING STATIONS BY 


‘your deliveries to the railroads in the same fashion that 
you would have the mail man serve you. Get an early 
start; you will like it when you have tried it, and never 
go back to the last-minute plant Don’t wait. 


“(5) Your bank will not receive deposits after 2 p. m. 
Knowing this, you arrange to deliver your money, checks 
and notes at the receiving window before that hour. Your 
banker wants to serve you well; to do this he must close 
the receiving window at 2 p. m., in order to check up 
and keep your account in a satisfactory condition. Your 
railroad is just as important to our. business as your 
banker. Help your railroad as you do your bank to serve 
you efficiently by allowing it to close the receiving doors 
at 4 p. m. 

“(6) The delivery of your freight at the depot early 
in the day enables the railroad to load in daylight. This 
reduces errors; it further reduces the opportunity for 
pilferage between your shipping room and destination. 
Your customers are better satisfied when goods reach 
them intact and unpilfered. Won’t you help? 

“(7) Efficiency is the keynote to all well-organizea 
business, and the high standard desired may not reason- 


SHIPPERS IN TWELVE PRINCIPAL SOUTHEASTERN CITIES, HOUR BY HOUR, FROM 7:00 A. M. TO 5:00 P. M. 
IT WILL BE NOTED THAT THERE WAS CONSIDERABLY MORE FREIGHT RECEIVED DURING THE LAST 
HOUR—4:00 TO 5:00 P. M.—THAN DURING THE FIRST FOUR HOURS—7:00 TO 11:00 A. M. 


T7A.M. 8A.M. 9A.M. 10A.M. 
to to to to 
8A.M. 9A.M. 10A,.M. 11A.M. 


Hours. 
Niseber Grae -...00ccc%sece 23 571 706 825 
PETCOMtTABS  o.noc svc cweoce 2.1 5.1 6.3 7.4 
Number packages ....... 5,184 10,518 11,327 12,260 
POPS A occ dosicees 2.9 5.9 6.4 7.0 
TURMEIID i vsib is iccteves see 374,129 814,934 974,474 1,098,628 
Percentage ........00.- 2.5 5.4 6.5 7.3 





commodation therewith; consequently trains leave later 
in the evening and your shipments reach customers later 
the next day. If shippers will have their freight at the 
depot by 4 p. m., train schedules can be set up and freight 
will be delivered to your customers earlier. Get an early 
start; help yourself; aid the railroads and please your 
customers. 

“(2) Do you not, as a rule, haul freight from depots 
during the forenoon hours? Do you not sometimes send 
your team empty? We suggest that you try sending a 
load and bringing one. The conservation of teams and 
labor will pay. The railroads avoid, as far as possible, 
hauling empties one way and loads another. They try 
and haul loads both ways. Won’t you try it? 

“(3) Do you ever visit freight stations between 4 and 
5 p. m., and see the team jam? Your team lingering on 
ihe outskirts waiting to ‘back up.’ Did you ever count the 
cost and interruption to your business by team waste? 
An early start during the forenoon will reduce, if not 
prevent, team waste: Won’t you try it? 

“(4) The mail carrier makes four or five deliveries 
each day. Suppose there was but one delivery—late in 
the afternoon—wouldn’t this swamp you? Please make 





11 A. M. 12 N. IPM. 2P.M. 3P.M. 4P.M. Totals, 
to to to (3) to to 10 

12 N. IP.M. 2P.M: 3P:M. 4P.M. 5P.M. hours. 

992 634 933 . 1,458 1,997 2,789 11,141 

8.9 5.7 —. 13.1 19.9 25.1 100% 

15,354 11,481 14.190 41,957 28,860 45,127 176,060 

8.7 6.5 8.1 12.5 16.4 25.6 100% 

1,251,128 874,629 1,242,213 1,883,955 2,697,165 3,810,886 15,022,141 

8.3 5.8 8.3 12.5 18.0 25.4 100% 





ably be expected of men who have such long hours of 
service as under. present conditions (for receiving freight): 
as is the case with many shipping clerks, recéiving and bill 
clerks and truck hands in the larger cities. Help reduce 
these hours of service and encourage efficiency by having: 
your freight at the depot before 4 p. m. ; 

“(8) Longer time between the closing of receiving 
doors and the closing, sealing and pulling out of cars 
containing your consignments, will allow billing clerks 

(Continued on page 942) 


BOOM IN SHIP-BUILDING 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE N&ws BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


The Delaware River shipbuilding district on the last of 
September was the greatest in the world. On that day 
it was building or about to begin the construction of ninety 
steel merchant ships of a gross tonnage of 419,213. On 
that day Newcastle, the premier British shipbuilding dis- 
trict, had under construction seventy-seven ships of a gross 
tonnage of 401,926. - 

So great has the demand for ships become that the 
higher cost of construction in American yards, at one 





934 ‘THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


time a prohibitive handicap, no longer prevents the placing 
of orders with American shipbuilders. On the day men- 
tioned British yards had under construction 469 ships of 
a gross tonnage of 1,789,(54. - 


The figures here given are those made public Oct. 25 
by Commissioner Chamberlain of the Bureau of Naviga- 
tion of the Department of Commerce. The American re- 
ports include ships ordered but not actually begun. ‘The 
British figures, furnished by Lloyd’s, include only those 
actually under construction. 


While there may be a difference due to the varying 
rules for reporting operations of shipyards, it is believed 
whatever “edge” there may be in the British reports due 
to that difference is more than overcome by the fact that 
when an American shipyard starts a vessel its construction 
is completed without material delay. The fact is exactly 
the contrary in British yards at this time. It is reliably 
reported that dozens of British ships have been launched 
and are riding at anchor utterly useless because they are 
without engines and other machinery. This lack of en- 
“gines and machinery is due to the fact that the energies 
and facilities of British engine and machinery works 
are being absorbed by the demand of the British admiralty 
—that is to say, there are so many British warships need- 
ing new machinery and engines that the engineering works 
are unable to supply the demand of the nayy as rapidly 
as the British shipyards are able to turn out hulls to 
take the place of ‘ships worn out in uneconomical opera- 
tions by reason of war demands, and of ships sunk by 
submarines and by contact with mines. 


By reason of these facts it is suspected that more Amer- 
ican built tonnage than British now is actually going into 
service. American yards are being enlarged faster than 
British yards because, while American factories are ex- 
tremely busy in filling orders for ammunition and muni- 
tions; the works which made possible the additions to ship- 
yards are not so busily employed but that they can-find 
time to supply the requirements of the shipbuilders. 


American marine supremacy disappeared during the 
Civil War because American shipyards were giving their 
attention to government work. Besides, American ships 
were taking out British registry to avoid the raiding op- 
erations of Confederate cruisers. “fter the war the Brit- 
ish shipyards were better equipped than the American to 
construct merchant ships. The possibility is suggested by 
existing conditions of American shipyards becoming the 
premier builders of the world, because their tendency is 
to standardize ships and thereby materially reduce costs. 
In every other line of manufacturing, standardization has 
been the goal toward which Americans have been pressing. 
British manufacturers, however, have not been impressed 
by the determination of American manufacturers to make 
‘the users of a given article accept what they could get 
‘ on the market rather than make those articles according 
to the varying plans and wishes of each user. 

The figures put out by the Bureau of Navigation are as 
follows: 


UNITED STATES. 
Construction. 
Gross tons. 
419,213 
216,046 
213,796 
211,628 
182,090 
211,497 


* District. 


Delaware River 

Great lakes 

Chesapeake Bay 

San Francisco Bay 

Puget Sound and Columbia River 
All others ? 


Total 1,454,270 


UNITED KINGDOM. 
Construction. 
Gross tons. 
401,926 
319,332 


District. 
Newcastle 
Glasgow 
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Greenock 285,280 
Belfast 281,250 
Sunderland 220,004 
All others 281,262 


1,789,054 


NATIONAL COUNCIL MEETING 


A call has been issued for-a special meeting—the first of 
its kind in the history of the organization—of the National 
Council of the Chamber of Commerce of the United States. 


‘Up to this time the meetings of the national councillors 


have always been held on the day previous to the annual 
meeting of the Nafional Chamber, usually in January or 
February. The same regular meeting will be held the 
forthcoming year, but it is expected, beginning with the 
special meeting to be held in Washington November 17 and 
18, there may be more frequent gatherings of the National 
Council. : 


The main topic for discussion will be the railroad situa- 
tion, inasmuch as the joint congressional committee, of 
which Senator Newlands is chairman and Representative 
Adamson vice-chairman, begins its hearings at the Capitol, 
November 20. These hearings will be of particular interest 
to the national councillors since the latter act as advisers 
to the board of directors of the National Chamber. 

Railroad regulation and the prevention of railroad strikes 
will be discussed. It is planned to have prominent speak- 
ers on such subjects as the Canadian Disputes Act; a pub- 
lic investigation without award for the purpose of permit- 
ting public sentiment to be formed upon facts publicly 
brought out before a striké can take place; the fixing of a 
minimum wage by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
or some other commission, permitting labor to appeal to 
this commission just as a shipper can appeal in the case of 
rates and permitting him to cease work, say, within thirty 
days after a decision of the Commission, but making a 
conspiracy to interrupt the public service a crime. 

Referring to railroad regulation, there will be considered 
the problem of getting rid of forty-nine different jurisdic- 
tions. It is said to be the opinion of the National Chamber 
officials that at present no question is more prominently 
before the public or calls more loudly for sane and busi- 
nesslike solution than that affecting the railroads. 

While the railroad situation will be the main topic for 
consideration, many others will be discussed. 


BOOK BY JOHN H. NELSON. 

A handy little book, pocket size, entitled “Interstate 
Commerce Commission Law,” has ben written by John H. 
Nelson of Washington, D. C. Mr. Nelson is a lawyer in 
Chief Counsel Folk’s branch of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission’s work. He has been in the law department 
for so many years that he has extreme familiarity with 
the names of the cases before the Commission and before 
the courts. He has done all kinds of law work for the 
Commission, except, perhaps, appear in court. His book 
embraces a table of the transportation cases in the fed- 
eral courts (including 241 U. S. and 232 Fed. Rep.) pre- 
pared with reference to decisions construing the inter- 
state commerce act and the amendments thereto, show- 
ing cases originating before the Interstate. Commerce 
Commission, and their progress through the federal courts 
and the final disposition in the Supreme Court, with cita- 
tions assembled, and cases originating in state or federal 
courts involving the construction of the interstate com- 
merce act. A unique feature of the book is that it cites 
cases under their familiar titles. The date of the decision 
and the Commissioner or Judge delivering the opinion are 
given in many instances. 
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Legal Department 


Conducted by 


CHARLES CONRADIS 
General Counsel, The Traffic Service Bureau 


this department we answer simple questions relating t > the law 
Jian See Readers desiriug special 
service by immediate answer may obtain privately written answers 
to their inquiries by the payment of a email fee, as elsewhere ex- 

t, The Traffic Service Bureau, 





Delivery at Non-Agency Station. 

Pennsylvania.—Question: A shipment of material known 
as “Comp-Board” was forwarded to a non-agency station. 
At this station there is a substantial wooden shed capable 
of protecting freight during wet or stormy weather. Em- 
ployes of the carriers failed to place shipment within the 
shed, with result that when a storm shortly afterwards 
broke out, the material became wet and damaged, Car- 
rier holds that they are not liable. We hold that they 
are liable through gross negligence in not placing ship- 
ment within the shed, even though their tariffs state that 
shipments for said station are acceptéd at owner’s risk. 
Your opinion on this subject would be greatly appreciated.” 

Answer: Section 5, Paragraph 3, of the Uniform Bill of 
Lading substantially, provides that when property is des- 
tined to a station at which there is no regularly appointed 
agent, it shall be entirely at the risk of the owner after 
it is unloaded from the cars.. A carrier must deliver the 
shipment to a specified place, when it so agrees, and de- 
livery at such places will be sufficient. Such places must 
be safe, and accessible to the consignee. In carload lots, 
it must be placed where it can be conveniently unloaded. 
When a consignee of goods is fully advised at the time 


of shipment that the carrier has no depot or agent at the 


place of destination, the exigencies of its business rot re- 
quiring such, the liability of the carrier, as common carrier, 
terminates with the safe delivery of the car containing the 
goods on a side track at such place, and no liability as 
warehouseman will be assumed. Southern Railway Com- 
pany v. Wood, 66 Ala. 167. And so in less than carload lots, 
the carrier may require the consignee to receive freight 
on the platform of its depot, and by contract, designate 
some other place for receiving freight. 

The provision above referred to is equivalent to a con- 
tract between the shipper and the carrier for constructive 
delivery at a non-agency station, by unloading from the 
cars, and thereafter to be at the owner’s risk, and this 
provision has received the approval of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. It would, therefore, appear that the 
carrier’s obligation ended on a safe unloading at the non- 
agency station, regardless of whether the wooden shed et 
that station might have been used for storing the freignt 
and was capable of protecting it, and that it was the duty 
of the consignee to be there at the time of train arrival 
to accept the same. 


Freight Allowances Under Cummins Amendmert. 


Wilkes-Barre.—Question: “We recently made a shipment 
of une box, on which we prepaid the freight charges. This 
shipment was never delivered to our customers, and we 
file’ a claim against the carrier for the value of the box 
and the freight charges paid, and they claim that our 
Claim should be amended to the actual value of the ship- 
Ment, not including the freight charges. We contend that 


We are justified in asking for refund of the money paid 
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them for carrying out their contract to transport material, 
and as they have not been able to deliver the shipment 
that we are entitled to our money paid them. We would 
be pleased to have your views on this matter.” 


Answer: The Cummins Amendment placed upon the 
carrier liability for the full actual loss or damage, and 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, in re Cummins 
Amendment, 33 I. C. C. 682 (see Traffic World of May 22, 
1915, page 111), ruled that such loss or damage may be 
fixed by the carriers in their tariffs as at the place and 
time of shipment. In prepaid shipments, it is obvious that 
the full actual loss or damage to the shipper would be the 
value of the goods plus the freight charges he paid. The 
object of the law is to give compensation for the loss or 
injury and no more, and there is nothing, in the Cummins 
Amendment or the rulings of the Commission that leads 
to the inference that the prepaid freight charges should 
be excluded from the amount to be paid as the total loss 
or damage to the goods. The courts have heretofore held 
that where recovery is based on the value of goods at the 
point of shipment, in an action for loss or damage, it is 
proper to add the amount of charges paid by the shipper, 
and unpaid charges will not be deducted in estimating the 
damages. See Michie on Carriers, Vol. 1, page 854, and 
cases cited; also our answer to “California,” published on. 
page 1248 of the June 10, 1916, issue of the Traffic World. 

Our answer to “New York,” published on page 767 of 
the October 14, 1915, issue of the Traffic World, relative 
to the assessment of express charges on duplicate ship- 
ments, should be amended in so far as is necesary to make 
it conform with the foregoing opinion. 


Liability of Telegraph Company for Error in Transmission. 


California.—Question: ‘We filed a claim with one of the 
telegraph companies for an amount representing an actual 
loss to us in consequence of their misrendering a tele- 
gram. The particulars were that one of our eastern brokers 
wired us in plain language transmitting an offer of one of 
his clients for the purchase of quite a quantity of our com- 
modities during a certain month. The telegraph company 


. in rendering the message wrote the word “December” in- 


stead of “November.” We, thinking the offer was for 
December goods, declined it. Had the message been cor- 
rectly transmitted, we would have accepted the offer and 
made a substantial profit on the deal. We believe that a 
parallel case was taken before the Commission under 
Case Docket No. 8917. We understand that the procee:l- 
ings were canceled for some reason. Do not know why. 
Inasmuch as ‘you probably do, or can find out, we would 
be very glad to have you tell us. And further if there is 
any reason why the telegraph company can decline this 
claim on statutory grounds, we would like to know.” 

Answer: The terms or condition of the telegram blank 
form in general use are that the company shall not be 
liable for mistakes or delays in transmission, or delivery, 
or non-delivery of an unrepeated telegram beyond the 
amount received for sending the same, and shall not in any 
event be liable for damages for mistakes or delays, whether 
caused by the negligence of the service, or otherwise, be- 
yond the sum of $50, unless a greater value is stated in 
writing at the time the telegram is offered to the com- 
pany. Telegraph companies have generally been held 
liable for the incorrect transmission and safe delivery uf 
messages only through the negligence of their servants 
To be excused from liability they must show that the in- 
correct transmission of the message was not caused by any 
negligence or willful fault of their servants~ 
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The question of limited liability on unrepeated messages 
has been repeatedly before the state courts. While the 
decisions of these courts have not been in accord, yet it 
would seem that the weight of authority is to the effect that 
any stipulation limiting liability to specific amounts, in so 
far as they sought to limit the liability of the company for 
the consequences of its own negigence, are contrary to 
public policy and cannot be enforced. The theory of the 
law being that such companies must exercise that care and 
diligence in transmitting and delivering correctly that 
any person would exercise under similar circumstances for 
himself, and that if they should deem it proper and ad- 
visable that the message should be repeated in order to 
determine whether or not the duty has been performed, 
then they should repeat the message and without any extra 
charge or consultation with the sender. 


In those states where the decisions are to the effect 
that stipulations for limitation of liability through negli- 
gence of the company’s servants are contrary to public 
policy and void, the question has arisen by what means can 
the plaintiff’s injury be measured so that an amount in 
damages may be awarded equivalent to the injury as a 
compensation. Remote or speculative damages, including 
profits, are not allowed... Where the complaint is that a 
sale has been prevented, and fixed profits therefrom sacri- 
ficed, the damages are usually measured by the difference 
between the price of the commodity at the time it would 
have been sold, had it not been for the defendant’s negli- 
gence, and the price the plaintiff is thereafter enabled io 
obtain for it, after exercising reasonable diligence to make 
such latter sale, together with expenses necessarily in- 
curred in consequence of the error in transmission. 

But since the passage of the Act of 1910, placing the re- 
sponsibility for the rates and classification of telegrapa 
companies exclusively with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, and since such companies have initiated and es- 
tablished the classification of messages providing for limi- 
tation of liability which are now on file with the Commis- 
sion, it would seem that the effect is to supersede all con- 
flicting state regulation and decisions. The question, 
therefore, is what veiw will the Commission take of this 
subject, and will it hold that an interstate carrier of 
telegraphic messages may limit its liability for negligence, 
the same as the Commission has held that a common 
earrier of interstate commerce may do so; and, further, 
whether such limitation of liability by telegraph com- 
panies is now, under the Carmack and Cummins amend- 
ments, forbidden the same as these acts now forbid railroad 
companies from so doing. In the case of Shaffer & Com- 
pany v. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co., 21 I. C. C. 8 (see Traffic 
World of May 27, 1911, page 935), while the Commission’; 
report had no bearing on the matter of damages occasioned 
as a result of misdelivery of the shipment, yet under the 
provisions of Section 15 of the Act, which gives the Com- 
mission power to investigate any regulations or practices 
of the carriers, the Commission held that a provision in 
the uniform bill of lading fixing the liabiity of a carrier for 
loss and damage at the invoice price at place and time 
of shipment was reasonable and lawful. The same view 
was taken In re Cummins Amendment, 33 I. C. C. 682 (see 
Traffic World of May 22, 1915, page 1119). In rule 317, 
Conference Rulings Bulletin 6, the Commission held that :t 


had no jurisdiction over claims for dgmages due to alleged 


errors in transmission of telegraphic messages. 


Whether the liability of telegraph companies for dam- 
ages occasioned by negligence in the transmission of mes- 
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sages is now a matter of exclusive federal jurisdiction, is 
now squarely before the Commission in the case of J. L. 
Cultra and Myrtle Cultra vs. The Western Union Telegraph 
company, case Docket No. 8917, in which briefs have been 
filed and arguments thereon assigned for an early setting. 
In that case complainants had a car on sale awaiting ad- 
vices as to market conditions before allowing another car 
to proceed. They wired, making inquiries, and in the re- 
ply received in answer that prior car had been sold, 
when the message should have read, “had not been sold.” 
Suit was commenced in the state courts of Missouri, askinz 
for damages, which is still pending, but held in abeyance 
on account of the fact that defendant is defending under 
the clause in the telegraph contract which would rot per- 
mit recovery beyond the sum of $50; that such stipula- 
tions are now wholly a federal matter and that the 
courts are without jurisdiction until the Commission has 
passed upon the validity of the same. 

The defendant holds that by the Act of June 18, 1890, 
Congress sanctioned the telegraph companies’ contract in 
classifying messages into repeated and unrepeated ones 
and to charge different rates for the same, and refer to a 
general order of the Board of Railway Commissioners for 
Canada, dated March 30, 1916, permitting such companies 
to stipulate a limitation of liability not to exceed the 
amount received for sending a message. 


RAILWAY REVENUES 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


A summary of the reports made to the Commission by 
ninety-six large steam roads, having a mileage of 113,- 
317.09, for the month of September, made public Novem- 
ber 2, shows the following: 

For the country as a whole the operating revenues in- 
creased from $154,822,146 to $175,011,553; expenses from 
$96,006,659 to $108,972,291, and the net from $58,815,487 
tc $66,039,962, or from $518 to $583 per mile of road. 

In the eastern district the revenues advanced from $70,- 
373,494 to $78,294,758; expenses from $44,895,886 to $52,- 
131,205; net from $25,477,608 to $26,163,553, or from $789 
io $817 per mile of road. 

In the’ southern district the operating revenues rese from 
$26,151,576 to $29,223,726; expenses from $17,109,266 to 
$18,834,876; net from $9,042,310 to $10,388,850, or from 
$366 to $419 per mile. 

In the West the operating revenues rose from $58,297,- 
076 to $67,493,069; expenses from $34,001,507 to $38,006,- 
210; net from $24,295,569 to $29,486,859, or from $431 to 
$521. 

For the three months of the current fiscal year the 
operating revenue for the country as a whole increased 
from $444,343,339 to $514,900,542; expenses from $283,792,- 
973 to $324,118,901; net from $160,550,366 to $190,781,641, 
or from $1,416 to $1,684 per mile of road. 

In the eastern district the revenue advanced from $205, 
187,640 to $235,287,217; expenses from $132,658,462 to $154, 
913,020, and net from $72,529,178 to $80,374,197, or from 
$2,245 to $2,511 per mile. 

In the southérn district the revenues climbed from 374, 
$08,318 to $84,927,835; expenses from $50,793,829 to $55, 
850,334; net from $24,114,489 to $29,077,501, or from $976 
to $1,173 per mile. 

In the western district the revenue jumped from $164, 
247,381 to $194,685,490; expenses from $100,340,682 to $113, 
355,547, and the net from $63,906,699 to $81,329,943, or 
from $1,133 to $1,439 per mile. 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Miscellaneous Traffic Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1916, by West Publishing Co.) 


REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS. 
Jurisdiction: 

(Sup. Ct. of Neb.) When on application to this court 
for a writ of injunction, it appears that the federal court 
of this state has heretofore taken jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject matter, and that the matters in controversy: are then 
on hearing that court, the writing will be denied. State vs. 
Chicago, R. I. & P. R. Co. et al., 159 N. W. 411. 

Rate Regulation: 
(Sup. Ct. of Neb.) When on an application for a writ of 


injunction to restrain a railroad company from violating a 
maximum rate statute (Rev. St. 1913, 6067, 6074), the record 
shows that from the time the statute became effective, 
over a long term of years, the defendant has obeyed the 
provisions of the statute, and on the hearing makes a 
positive showing of its intention to continue so to do, and 
there is a total lack of proof of intention or design on the 
part of the defendant to depart from the policy it has here- 
tofore pursued, the application will be denied. State vs. 
Chicago, R. I. & P. R. Co. et al., 159 N. W. 410. 


Loss and Damage Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1916, by West Publishing Co.) 


TRANSPORTATION AND DELIVERY BY CARRIER. 
Common Carrier: 

(Sup. Ct. of Illinois.) All persons who undertake to 
hire to carry goods are private or common carriers.— 
Hinchcliffe vs. Wenig Teaming Company, 113 N. E. 707. 

Private carriers of goods, like bailees for hire, are liable 
for loss or damage only where it results from their failure 
to exercise ordinary care.-—Id. 

Common carriers of goods are liable, as insurers for loss 
or damage not resulting from act of God or the public 
enemy.—Id. 

A common carrier of goods may be sued for loss or dam- 
age to merchandise either in assumpsit for breach of con- 
tract to safely carry goods, or in tort for negligence.—Id. 
Drayman: 

(Sup. Ct. of Ill.) Whether a drayman, engaged in car- 
rying goods for hire, is a common carrier, is question for 
the jury to determine, under proper instructions.—Hinch- 
cliffe vs. Wenig Teaming Company, 113 N. E. 707. 

Cartmen or truckmen, who carry goods for hire for the 
public generally and as a common employment, are common 
carriers.—Id. 

Wrong Delivery: 

(Sup. Ct. of Ill.) Evidence held sufficient to support ver- 
dict against defendant carrier for failing to deliver mer- 
chandise.—Hinchcliffe vs. Wenig hotel Company, 113 
N. E. 707. 

Delay in Transportation or Delivery, Actions for: 

(Sup. Ct. of North Carolina.) One who ships goods on 
consignment is the party in interest, and may sue. for 
damages for negligent delay in delivery.—Phillips et al. vs. 
Seaboard Air Line Ry., 89 S. E. 1057. 

Damages: c 

(Sup. Ct. of Mich.) In an action against a railroad for 
daimages caused by its delay in transporting potatoes, the 
invoice price being shown to be the same as the market 
Price when the potatoes should have arrived, the court’s 


instruction that, if plaintiff could. recover, it was entitled 
to the difference between the invoice price at the time 
and place of shipment and the market price of potatoes at 
destination on the date when the potatoes arrived, was 
proper, as stating in effect the rule that, where there is a 
delay in transport for which the carrier is liable, the 
measure of the shipper’s damage is the difference between 
the market value of the property at the time and place at 
which the delivery should have been made and the same 
value when delivery was actually made, whether the differ- 
ence was the result of a decline in the market or an in- 
jury suffered by the goods in consequence of the delay.— 
Loveland & Hinyan Company vs. Waters et al., 159 N. W. 
477. 

Limited Liability: 

(Sup. Ct. of North Carolina.) The burdén of showing 
reasonableness of stipulations in bills of lading limiting 
liability of the carrier, or in derogation of common law, is 
on the carrier.—Phillips et al. vs. Seaboard Air Line Ry., 
89 S. E. 1057. 

Clause in bill of lading terminating liability of carrier 
unless notice of loss or damage is filed with the agent 
at delivery point within ten days of receipt of shipment is 
invalid as unreasonable.—Id. 

Reasonableness of time allowed for notice of loss or dua 
age is not dependent on whether goods are perishable or ° 
not, the same rule applying in any event.—Id. 

Where stipulations in bill of lading for filing notice of 
loss are reasonable and valid, the written notice of loss 
need not be expressed in any special way, if it is a plain 
and intelligible statement of the demand.—Id. 

Time: 

(Sup. Ct. of Mich.) In an action against a railroad for 
damages caused by delay in transporting potatoes, question 
as to whether the cars were moved to their destination 
within a reasonable time held for the jury. Loveland & 
Hinyan Company vs. Waters et al., 159 N. W. 477. 
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W. B. Groseclose is appointed -assistant to the president 
of the Manufacturers’ Railway Company, St. Louis. 

Earle Barham is appointed traveling freight agent of 
the Nashville, Chattanooga & St.. Louis Railway, with 
headquarters at Kansas City, Mo. 

Henry J. Hart has been appointed general counsel of the 
Bangor & Aroostook, with office at Bangor, Me., vice J. F. 
Gould, resigned on account of ill health. 


| | ' Personal Notes 


S. D. Cowden, claim agent of the Nashville, Chattanooga, 


& St. Louis, with office at Nashville, Tenn., has resigned 
to become president and treasurer of the Southern Graphite 
Company of Ashland, Ala. 

R, F. Britton, commercial agent of the St. Louis South- 
western at Texarkana, Tex., has been transferred to Mem- 
phis, Tenn., succeeding A. K. James, appointed general 
agent, freight department, at Chicago, Il. 

Charles Wilcox Hotchkiss, chairman of the board of di- 
rectors of the Virginian Railroad and president of ihe 
Chicago Tunnel Company, died Saiurday, October 28, at 
Battle Creek, Mich., front organic heart disease. 

Philip Meininger, chief clerk to the president of the 
Baltimore & Ohio Chicago Terminal, has been appointed 
general freight and passenger agent, with office at Chicago, 
Ill., succeeding P. F. Finnigan, recently promoted. 

James R. Bell, division freight agent of the Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad at Cumberland, Md., has been granted a 
leave of absence on account of ill health. David H. Street, 
commercial freight agent at Akron, Ohio, has been ap- 
pointed division freight agent, succeeding Mr. Bell. 

W. L. Stanley, general claim agent of the Seaboard Air 
Line at Portsmouth, Va., has been appointed assistant to 
the president. To Mr. Stanley will be referred all ques- 
tions ‘arising between the road and the Interstate Cum- 
merce Commission, state commissions, municipalities or 
counties. 

R. L. Butt is appointed general freight agent of the 
Danville & Western Railway Company, Blue Ridge Rail- 
way Company, Augusta Southern Railroad Company, Tallu- 
lah Falls Railway Company, Hartwell Railway Company 
and Lawrenceville Branch Railroad Company, with head- 
quarters at Atlanta, Ga. “4 

S. A. Townsend is appointed assistant general freight 
agent of the Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis 
Railway Company, with headquarters at St. Louis, Mo. 
The office of division freight agent is abolished. H. J. 
Burgee is appointed-assistant general freight agent, with 
headquarters at Chicago. 

F. A. Farnsworth, general agent, freight department of 
the Delaware & Hudson at New York, has been appointed 
general eastern freight agent, with headquarters at Albany, 
and T. J. Lynch, superintendent at Oneonta, has been ap- 
pointed general agent, freight department, at New York 
City, vice Mr. Farnsworth. 

The Cincinnati, Hamilton & Dayton Railway Company 
announces that S. T. McLaughlin is appointed assistant 
freight traffic manager and O. S. Lewis is appointed gen- 
eral freight agent, vice Mr. McLaughlin, promoted. Their 
headquarters are at Cincinnati, Ohio, G. W. Bumpas has 
been appointed commercial freight agent at Chicago, III. 

C. E. Bell, assistant general freight agent of the South- 
ern Railway at Atlanta, Ga., has been transferred to Wash- 
ington, D. C., in charge of work pertaining to cases before 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, and E. R. Oliver, 
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assistant general freight agent at Louisville, Ky., has been 
transferred to Atlanta, Ga., vice Mr. Bell. 

The Macon, Dublin & Savannah Railroad Company ap- 
nounces that Chas. S. Hammond is appointed traveling - 
freight agent, with headquarters at Macon, Ga.; W. F. 
Mundee, commercial agent at Jacksonville, Fla., is pro- 
moted to Florida agent; W. M. Coble, traveling freight 
agent at Jacksonville, Fla... is promoted to commerci:l 
agent. 

John M. Atkinson, having resigned from the office of 
chairman of the Public Service Commission of Missouri, 
will engage in the general practice of law at St. Louis. 
He will specialize in rate, valuation and reorganization 
cases and other matters affecting public utilities hefore 
state puhlic service commissions and the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and anti-trust suits in state and fed- 
eral courts. © . 

Daniel S. Roberts, general agent of the Kansas City 
Southern at, Pittsburgh, Pa., has been appointed assistant 
general freight agent, with headquarters at Kansas City, 
Mo. He will be succeeded at Pittsburgh,-Pa., as general 
agent by E. L. Whitney, now general agent at Dallas, Tex. 
B. W. Haughton, traveling freight agent, with office at 
Dallas, Tex., succeeds E. L, Whitney as general agent, with 
the same headquarters. 

The Commercial Traffic Managers of Philadelphia have 
appointed the following committee to examine the “Phila- 
delphia Plan” for revision of the present system or regu- 
lation and report to the organization at its next meeting: 
James E. Young, traffic manager of the Shane-Mason 
Company; William McCuen, traffic manager of the Joseph 
Campbell Company, Camden, N. J.; M. B. Haspel, traffic 
manager of the Thomas Devlin Manufacturing Company; 
H. Atkinson, traffic manager of John Lucas & Co.; and 
George M. Harris. 

Thomas G. Beard, assistant general freight agent of the 
Southern Pacific, Texas Lines, with office at Houston, Tex., 
has been appointed general freight agent -in charge of 
solicitation, with the same headquarters. Gentry Waldo, 
assistant general freight agent, with office at Houston, 
Tex., has been appointed general freight agent, with the 
same headquarters, succeeding the late James R. Christian. 
W. E. Briggs, freight auditor at Houston, Tex., has been 
appointed assistant general freight agent, with the same- 
headquarters, succeeding Gentry Waldo. 

R. G. Holmes, the newly appointed assistant general 
freight agent of the Canadian Pacific Railway, Western 
Lines, at Winnipeg, was born in that city in 1881. He 
entered the service of the Canadian Pacific Railway as 
junior clerk in the freight traffic department at Winnipeg 
in September, 1898. After working at various positions in 
that department, he was transferred to the tariff bureau 
at Winnipeg in May, 1905, as chief clerk. He was pro- 
moted to chief of tariff bureau in January, 1909, and re 
mained in that position until ‘October 1, 1916, when he was 
promoted to his present position. 

J. A. Streyer recently made general manager of the 
Macon, Dublin and Savannah Railroad Company, was born 
October 27, 1874, at Macon, Ga. He entered railway service 
October 1, 1890, as messenger, G. S. & F. Railway; Febcu- 
ary, 1891, to October, 1891, clerk in storeroom, G. S. & F. 
Railway; from October, 189], to January 1, 1894, clerk in 
general freight agent’s office, G. S. & F. Railway; Januzry 
1 to May 1, 1894, assistant chief clerk, claim departm=nt, © 
G. S. & F. Railway; May 1, 1894 to October, 1898, in mer- 
cantile business at Macon; October 1, 1898, to May 1, 1599, 
traveling freight agent, Macon & Birmingham Railway, 
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Macon, Ga.; May 1, 1899, to February 1, 1900, traveling 
freight agent of the A. & W. P. Railroad and Western Rail- 
way of Alabama at St. Louis, Mo.; February 1 to October 
1, 1901, commercial agent of the Macon & Birmingham 
Railway at Macon; October 1, 1901, to October 1, 1902, 
general agent, freight and passenger department, Macon & 
Birmingham Railway at Macon; October 1, 1902, to Feb- 
ruary 1, 1904, general freight and passenger agent, same 
road at Macon; February 1 to April 15, 1904, general agent, 
M. D. & S. Railroad, at Macon; March 15, 1904, to April 1, 
1914, general freight and passenger agent of the M. D. & 
S. R. R. at Macon, Ga.; April 1, 1914, to October 15, 1916, 
traffic manager of the M. D. & S. Railroad at Macon, Ga. 

The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Company announces that 
Archibald Fries is appointed freight traffic manager of 
Eastern Lines, with headquarters at Baltimore; C. L. 
Thomas is appointed freight traffic manager of Southwest 
District, with headquarters at Cincinnati; O. A. Constans 
is appointed freight traffic manager of Northwest District, 
with headquarters at Chicago; S. T. McLaughlin is ap- 
pointed assistant freight traffic manager of Southwest Dis- 
trict; O. S. Lewis is appointed general freight agent of 
Southwest District, vice Mr. McLaughlin promoted. Their 
headquarters will continue at Cincinnati. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Brooklyn Traffic Club made a tour of the Bush 
Terminal the afternoon of October 26. Paul L. Gerhardt, 
traffic manager of the terminal company, met the club 
at the Thirty-ninth street ferry. They boarded a terminal 
car and rode to Fifty-third street, the end of the line, 
where Pier 1 was inspected. This pier is one of the 
largest on the Brooklyn waterfront and runs out 1,340 
feet, with a floor space of six and a half acres. The vis- 
itors were then taken to the new cold storage plant, which 
has a capacity of 1,000,000 cubic feet, where they enjoyed 
the frigid atmosphere and the clean smell of meat, celery 
and other foodstuffs. The system of freight handling in 
the model loft buildings was explained in detail, and the 
Y. M. C. A. and Y. W. C. A. branches and the hospital, 
where thirty-five cases are treated daily, were shown. 
The trip ended at the restaurant, where dinner was 
served, followed by thé regular business meeting. After 
the meeting President E. C. Potter, who is vice-president 
of the Eastern District Terminal, a similar organization, 
introduced Mr. Gerhardt, who spoke in the absence of 
Mr. Irving T. Bush, president of the Terminal company, 
whose automobile broke down, preventing him from at- 
tending. Mr. Gerhardt gave a brief history of the com- 
pany, and many interesting features of its growth were 
discussed. About thirty members attended. 


In the first annual golf tournament of the players of 
the Traffic Club of Pittsburgh, held at the Pittsburgh 
Field Club’s course about fifty golfers took part. The 
affair was in charge of the following committee: Thomas 
B. Moss, chairman; D. C. McCready,-F. N. Hait and J, J. 
Monks. Moving pictures of the recent Traffic Club outing 
are now being shown at the local theaters. 





The Traffic Club of Chicago will have a “stag” enter- 
tainment election night, November 7. Election returns 
will be received. 





The Canadian Traffic League has been formed at To- 
ronto, Canada, with nineteen industrial traffic managers 
®s charter members. W. C. Thompson, of the Goodyear 
Sire and Rubber Company of Canada, Ltd., has been 
chosen president. 
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i Help for Traffic Man 





and wide knowledge. In it he will answer questions relating to 
practical traffic problems. We do not desire to take the place of 
the traffic man, but to help him in his work. We reserve the right 
to refuse to answer any questions that we judge it unwise to answer 
or that involve situations that are too complex for the kind of inves- 
tigation contemplated. Questions will be answered as promptly as 
possible. No answers will be given by mail. 

Address “Help for Traffic Man,” The Traffic Service Bureau, 

Ss 


This department is conducted by a traffic man of long experience 
: 418 S. Market St., Chicago, Ill. 
e 


Tariff Indexes. 
Q.—We have made request upon several railroads for 
copies of their tariff indexes. A few of the roads re- 


‘sponded promptly with the tariffs we asked for, but some 


of them refused to favor us, claiming that tariff indexes 
are not gotten up for distribution. Are the roads that 
have refused to favor us justified in the position they 
have taken? 

A.—We are inclined to feel that the carriers weal be 
justified, if they wish to do so, in declining to furnish 
copies of their tariff indexes to shippers. As a general 
proposition, these indexes are expensive publications, on 
which account many carriers probably have a’ very limited 
supply printed. However, we understand same are open 
for publie inspection at general posting places indicated 
by carriers. 





Receipted Bill of Lading. 
Mr. C. S. Beach, Traffic Manager, 
Finch, Van Slyck & McConville, 
St. Paul, Minn. 

Dear Sir: This refers to your answer in The Traffic 
World of October 21, to our “Suggestions Wanted” to 
know that we get a signed bill of lading for every ship- 
ment made. We appreciate very much your interest. 

We have between two and three hundred bills of lading 
daily and feel that we should know that we receive from 
the carriers a signed bill of lading for each shipment 
made. 

In the first place, as soon as the bill of lading is -< 
and the shipment checked up, the memorandum copy of 
the bill of lading is sent with the invoice to our comp- 
troller to be mailed out promptly to the customer. It 
has always been the policy to have this mailed the same 
day on which the shipment is made, and for this reason 
we do not send the original bill of lading to the consignee. 
While we know this is the proper thing to do, we have 
experienced no difficulty in not doing it. 

For a long time we used a numbering machine, stamp- 
ing a number on the bill of lading and the same number 
on the factory order card, from which the bill of lading 
is made. As we are two miles from the freight stations 
it was not always possible to get our bills of lading back 
and checked the same day of shipment, so they were 
usually checked the following day and sorted in numerical 
order, and if one was missing we had to search through 
our order cards for the missing number and then have 
another bill of lading signed, but this happened so seldom 
and, in order to speed up the work of making the bills of 
lading, it was discontinued, we then depending on a check 
by getting a prepay bill from the carriers for every bill 
of lading as we prepay the freight. Just a small portion 
of our supply shipments are forwarded collect, and, as 
far as we know, we are having no trouble from this 
arrangement. 

Another system would be to have our bills of lading 
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printed with a consecutive number, but if one were miss- 
ing we would not know what it was, and-we would still 
have to search through all of our order cards for the 
registers shipped during the day. 

So, to answer your inquiry, the shipments are billed in 
the traffic department from an order card, which comes 
through with the package, and matched with an invoice 
which has been previously received, and immediately after 
this is done and the marks on the package compared 
with che bill of lading the invoice and the memorandum 
copy of the bill of lading are passed on to the comptrol- 
ler’s department, which department has the bookkeeper’s 
record and further correspondence with the customer. 

For your information we are attaching samples of our 
bills of lading, showing former method of numbering, etc. 

Thanking you for your efforts to assist us, we are, 

Very truly yours, 
J. W. Cobey, 
Traffic Manager, National Cash Register Company. 
Dayton, O., Oct. 27, 1916. 


Mr. J. W. Cobey, Traffic Manager, 
The National Cash Register Company, 
Dayton, O. 

Dear Sir: I have your letter bearing date October 27 
on the subject of system in connection with your bills 
of lading. 

I will give the matter careful thought; in the meantime, 
if not inconsistent, wish you would send me blank order 
card which you say: goes through with the package. Also 


state what becomes of this order card immediately after 
the shipment is sent out. 

I assume the trouble you have occasionally in not get- 
ting back a signed receipt is due to the missing document 


having been lost by a drayman. Do you have a system 
for holding a drayman accountable for his load and the 
bills of lading representing what he has.on his load? 
Awaiting your further reply, 
Yours very truly, 
C. S. Beach, 
Traffic Manager, Finch, Van Slyck & McConville. 
St. Paul, Minn., Oct. 30, 1916. 


Demurrage Chargeable. 

Q.—Our private siding for unloading holds 20 cars, 
which has certain designated points for the delivery of 
the various commodities as received by us. The point 
designated for the coal holds five cars, all of which, when 
placed at this point, are accessible to unload. 

On various occasions in the past, while under the 
straight demurrage rules, we received six cars of coal at 
one time, five of which were placed at the proper point, 
while the sixth car was about fifty feet above this point. 

The carrier, in its demurrage charge, has recorded all 
cars actually placed at the time all were placed on track, 
and has figured demurrage accordingly. 

It is our contention that the five cars were actually 
placed, but the sixth was not, and before demurrage could 
be collected for the entire time this sixth car was de- 
tained by us same would have to be constructively placed 
at the time same was placed on our track, inasmuch as 
we were unable to take delivery of. more than five cars, 
and then recorded actually placed when placed at a point 
accessible to unload. 

The carrier’s contention is that all cars delivered on our 
private tracks, whether they are placed at designated 
points or not, are actually placed, and that the placing 
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of cars at certain designated points is only an accommo- 
dation on their part, and that this feature does not enter 
into the demurrage feature at all. 

In view of the above facts would appreciate your advice 
whether our interpretation of the rule regarding actual 
placement under section D, of rule 3, and rules 5 and 6 of 
the National Car Demurrage Rules is cofrect, or. whether 
the carrier is correct. : < 

A.—Apparently it was through no fault of the carrier 
that the sixth car could not be placed in an accessible 
position. Such being the case, it seems to us that de- 
murrage is properly chargeable from the time car was 
put on the siding, subject, of course, to usual free time 
allowance. 


Application of Half Rate. 


Q.—A second-hand traction engine was shipped on an 
order bill of lading from a poift if Illinois to another 
point in Illinois and refused by the consignee on account 
of being in bad order. The manufacturer had an order 
bill of lading issued for the return movement at one-half 
tariff rates, and bill of lading bears notation, “Returned 
for Repairs.” 

When the engine reached the original point of ship- 
ment it was not repaired, but was forwarded to another 
point in Illinois and a repairman sent to the final des- 
tination to make the repairs. It is evident that when 
the engine left. the original point of shipment it was out 
of order and the return movement was not caused by 
negligence on the part of the carrier. 

I would like to determine whether or not the one-half 
rate can be applied on the return movement from the 
original destination to the original point of shipment. 
The engine was not unloaded at either the original des- 
tination or the original point of shipment on its return 
to the manufacturers. 

A.—It seems to us that, based upon item 30 on page 60 
of Illinois Classification 10-B, one-half tariff rate may 
properly be applied on the return movement from original 
destination to original point of shipment. 


Aribtrary Demurrage Charge. 


Q.—We would appreciate it if you will kindly advise 
the full particulars with reference to the average agree- 
ment under car service ruling. We work under the av- 
erage agreement with all roads in the city of Cleveland, 
and during the month of September we had with one 
railroad 112 debits to 113 credits. On four cars an arbi- 
trary charge of $9 was assessed. These four cars were 
not actually placed for unloading. 

Under the circumstances is there any ruling whereby 
the arbitrary charge can be added to the credits, where 
the credits offset the debits? 

Our contention is that where an arbitrary charge is 
assessed and the credits offset the debits there is a cer- 
tain ruling whereby the arbitrary charge can be added 
to the credits where cars of the same material -are 
bunched. 

A.—Before we can properly answer your question it is 
necessary that we know what the arbitrary charge of $9 
was for and the reasons in detail why the four cars in 
question were not placed for unloading. 


Case Nos. 8515, Spokane Lumber Co. vs. Gt. Nor., and 
7229, Omaha Grain Exchange vs. M. & St. L. et al., dis- 


missed, defendant’s having established rates satisfactory 
to complainants, 
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CAR SHORTAGE CONFERENCE 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


Rather pointed proof, if any were needed, that American 
industries have been dislocated and that by reason of 
such dislocation there is a congestion of freight, was 
given to the Commission on October 28 Washington 
newspapers published it under headlines spread half across 
the front page, and suggested that probably the Com- 
missioners could now appreciate how the ordinary citizen 
feels at such a time. 

The elevators in the buildings occupied by the Com- 
mission had to be stopped because there was no coal to 
keep up steam. Late in the afternoon the structure be- 
came too cool for comfort because the water and steam 
in the heat radiators had turned cold. 

Representatives of other government departments who 
came to consult Secretary McGinty about car shortage 
walked up to the fifth floor. The elevators were run long 
enough to enable those participating in the argument in 
the milk cases to get to and from the hearing room on 
the ninth floor. The Commissioners, however, were not 
frightened by the prospect of having to walk to the hear- 
ing room for their customary conference. They came back 
in the afternoon and proceeded just as if they had been 
carried to destinations as usual. Chairman Meyer seldom 
uses an elevator and other Commissioners depend less 
upon them than the clerks. All their offices are on the 
fourth or higher floors. 

A little before the Commission’s hearing plant went out 
of business it was announced that Commissioner McChord 
would hold an informal conference on car shortage con- 
ditions at the federal courtroom, Louisville, Ky., at 10 
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using the newest method of freight distribution to cut ship- 


Every 30,000 pounds you ship East in less-than-carlots costs 
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Forward all your East-bound L. C. L. packages in carlots, “Via 
Hoboken Shore Road,” over any trunk line listed at the right, 
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Road will distribute in L. C. L. packages to points in Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, New York State, Eastern Pennsylvania and New 
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o’clock, November 3 and 4, in response to shippers’ urgent 
request. It was stated that representatives of all southern 
carriers, including those reaching the Gulf, and of eastern 
carriers, including those reaching the seaboard, would 
attend and explain present car distribution, delays in 
movement and unloading, return of foreign cars to owning 
carrier, assessment penalties for misuse of equipment, 
measures adopted for securing relief, and generally all 
conditions affecting this subject. 

Shippers charge carriers receive cars for export without 
assurance of water shipping facilities and permit their 
use for storage. Originating lines claim their cars are 
not promptly returned. In addition theréto, carriers have 
bcen requested to make answer to the subjoined questions: 

1. How many of your cars were off your lines on Nov. 
1, 1916? (Give character of equipment.) 

2. How many foreign cars were on your line at said 
date? (Give character of equipment.) 

3. What effort have you made to have your cars re- 
turned to your lines and what responses have you had 
to demands therefor? 

4. What restriction, if any, do you apply to use of your 
equipment? If you have any restrictions state nature of 
same and reasons therefor. 


5. Do you favor any particular traffic in distribution 
of cars and, if so, what traffic and what are the reasons 
for so favoring it? 

6. Is there any particular traffic that you have felt 
warranted in giving less than its ratable proportion cf 
available cars and, if so, name the commodity or com- 
modities and give reasons for your action with reference 
thereto. 

7. Have you any reason to believe that employes are 
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discriminating between shippers in distribution of cars? 

8. Is the present traffic in your territory abnormal for 
this season of the year and, if so, to what extent? 

9. How much additional equipment would be required 
to take care of all the traffic now being offered? 

10. What percentage of your equipment is out of serv- 
ice by reason of not’ meeting with interchange require- 
ments? 

11. What proportion of your equipment has been re- 
pairea within past six months so as to make it fit for the 
service for which it is intended? 

12. How many cars have been scrapped or retired dur- 
ing past twelve months? ( Give class and description.) 

13, How many cars have been placed in service during 
past twelve months? (Give class and description.) 

14. How many new cars have been ordered in past 
twelve months and when do you expect delivery? (Give 
class and description.) 

15. To what do you attribute the present acute car 
shortage? os 

16. Have you any suggestions as to how this condition 
may be now relieved or prevented from recurring? 

17. Are shippers co-operating with you in endeavor to 
relieve situation? 


MILK AND CREAM INVESTIGATION 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 


Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


Arguments were made on October 27 and 28 in the con- 
solidated complaints against rates, regulations and prac- 
tices pertaining to the transportation of milk in Central 
Freight, Trunk Line and that part of New England ter- 
ritory not directly affecting the local situation in Boston, 
which the Commission for convenience has called~ the 
milk and cream investigation, Attorney-Examiner Brown 
has been taking testimony on the subject for the last four 
or five months. 

The case is really a continuation of the milk cases 
originating several years ago in Central Freight Associa- 
tion territory where the establishment of creameries made 
the question of milk rates and service important, and the 
more recent complaints from New England, the result of 
which was an overhauling, by the Commission, of the 
rules and regulations, and the abolition of the leased-car 
system, which, according to the Commission, favored the 
larger shippers. 

In the cases discussed at this time there were four 

. angles: Rates into New York; rates into Boston from 
territory that also serves New York; rates and practices 
in Central Freight Association territory, and rates into 
Philadelphia. 


The Philadelphia angle was the leading one, apparently, 
although New York interests were represented by a larger 
array of attorneys. Robert D. Jenks, speaking for the 
Philadelphia Milk Exchange, laid down the general propo- 
sition that the carriers should make a mileage scale into 
Philadelphia for raw milk, cream and condensed milk, for 
both carload and less-than-carload quantities. His sugges- 
tion was that the carload rates should be 75 per cent of 
the mileage scale applicable for less-than-carload quan- 
tities, in which the 40-gallon can should be the unit. His 
suggestion was that the cream rates should be not more 
than 120 per cent of the milk rates. He contended that 
rates, especially on the Pennsylvania, are and have been 
too high for the quality and quantity of service rendered. 
All the other representatives for. the shipping interests 
followed his lead in that direction. 
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The New York interests were discussed by George W. 
Alger, A. S. Olmstead, S. D. Rice, W. Engels and A. Man- 
ning. M. Carter Hall spoke for the Hood company of 
Boston, and W.'S. Hartman for C. F. A. shippers. 

Henry Wolk Bikle pulled the laboring oar for the ¢en- 
eral defense of the Pennsylvania and the carriers involved; 
Parker McCollister spoke for the New York Central; 
Douglas Swift for the Delaware, Lackawanna & Western; 


‘T. H. Kinter for the Philadelphia & Reading; C. R. Web- 


ber for the Baltimore & Ohio; S. J. Craig for a complaint 
in Central Freight Association territory; Branch Kerfoot 
for the express companies; J. E. McLean, W. Eggers, 
W. W. Collin and D. P. Connell for the Central Freight 
Association lines. 


EARLY CLOSING OF STATIONS 


(Continued from page 933) 
a better opportunity to properly describe, classify, rate 
and route shipments, thus reducing overcharge and _ loss 
and damage claims. Won’t you aid in the 4 p. m. closing 
plan? 

“(9) Leaving out all question of benefit to shipper and 
carrier in the 4 p. m. closing hour, there is a human side 
to the proposition. It is likely that everyone will agree 
that men should have rest, recreation and home compan- 
ionship. Your shipping clerks and teamsters, railroad re 
ceiving and billing clerks and truckmen need these things# 
as well as others. Won’t you agree to the 4 p. m. closing 
plan?” : 


A MATTER OF PRINCIPLE 
(Continued from page 890) 

Of course, there are answers that might be made 
to this question as to the application of the princi- 
ple, but they are answers that do not go to the heart 
of the matter. The Newlands committee is charged 
with the task of revising the present system of regu- 
lation if revision be found necessary. In this work 
of revision the commjttee must be guided by princt- 
ple and not by prejudice; it must not be influenced 
by specious or partisan appeal. Shippers who have 
requests or protests to make must take a broad and 
fair view if they wish their representations to have 
effect. 

Mr. Chandler does not make himself quite cleat 
in that part of his letter in which he says he is™ 
pleased with the position taken by Mr. Post with 
respect to the internal organization of the Commis 
sion. He says he does not believe in a multiplica- 
tion of courts and that the procedure before the 
Commission should be kept as simple as possible 80 
that justice may be done to shippers and carriers 
with the least possible-expense. “The proposition 
advocated by some,” he says, “that there be dis 
trict courts, courts of appeal, etc., will simply mul 
tiply the legal machinery without any material bene 
fit to anyone. -It would make it more expensive fo 
the shippers, more expensive for the carriers, and it 
all probability would result in justice being deniel 
in a number of instances because of expens® ir 
volved.” 
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This would all be clear enough and we could ex- 
press agreement with it but for the fact that Mr. 
Chandler says he is pleased with Mr. Post’s position, 
which, reference-to his answers as printed in The 
Traffic World, October 21, will show, was entirely 
different from that taken here by Mr. Chandler. Mr. 
Post said: “Our committee is much impressed with 
the proposal that regional commissions should be 
created analogous to the reserve banks. It would 


be our idea that Congress, having obtained the ad- 


vice of the Commission, should prescribe the num- 
ber of districts and that the Commission should de- 
fine their boundaries with a view to mapping out 
areas which correspond to traffic movement, entirely 
ignoring the states.” 

Thus Mr. Post favors the idea of regional com- 
missions but, though Mr. Chandler does not mention 
regional commissions, what he says seems to us to 
be in absolute opposition to any such scheme. And 
if we understand him, we agree with him. Regional 
commissions, as we have said before, would not only 
preserve to great extent the evil of sectional or 
local control, but they would be more expensive 
than control by one body even with the additional 
machinery necessary, and they would prolong the 
time necessary to get a case through to conclusion, 
and thus interfere with the ends of justice. Regional 
commissions would be better than the present sys- 
tem and, if there were no other way, they might do. 
But there are other and better ways of accomplish- 
ing the desired results. 


MOORE USES SLANG 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 

Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

A strange thing happened in the hearing room of the 
Commission on the afternoon of November 1. R. Walton 
Moore resorted to slang in a discussion of the naked legal 
question as to whether the Commission had the right 
to authorize the Southern Railroad to equalize export 
rates from Central Freight Association territory so that 

a shipper in Cleveland can send his exports out through 
the Gulf ports on the same aggregaté charge that he re 
for sending them to New York. 

“TI say to my friend here, with all respect, that in my 
opinion we have had a pipe dream,” said Mr. Moore, turn- 
ing to Edwin Barton, attorney in this matter for those 
Central Freight Association lines that are objecting to 
the Commission’s fourth section order allowing the South- 
ern to put into effect varying proportionals from Ohio River 
crossings, which, when added to the rates to the river, 
will make through charges to the Gulf ports the same as 
to north Atlantic ports. 


That was the rejoinder to Mr. Barton’s contention that 
there can be no fourth section permit except upon the 
application or consent of the initial carrier, because, under 
the doctrine of principal and agent, the initial line in a 
through movement, by turning freight over to a connec- 
tion, adopts the rates of the connection and makes them 
Mr. Barton had suggested that the C. F. A. lines 
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would be civilly liable in damages to aggrieved shippers 
for the violation of the fourth section, from points of 


origin. In support of that theory he quoted many court 
decisions illustrating his proposition, all of which, Mr. 
Moore said, flew out of the window as soon as the Com- 
mission chose to exercise its undisputed right, to order 
through routes and joint rates from C. F. A. territory 
points, like Toledo, for instance, not violative of the sec- 
tion forbidding short-hauling, which would have the effect 
of equalizing the Atlantic and Gulf ports. He suggested 
that the principle of principal and agent has about as 
much application in railroad regulation now, as the old 
law relating to contracts between shipper and carrier. 

Mr. Barton also contended that the Carmack amend- 
mend governs to unify the liability of all parties to through 
rates, even as it does respecting liability for loss and 
damage. Commissioner Clark politely jeered at such an 
application of the statute. and asked Mr. Barton if he 
contended that the Baltimore & Ohio could be made re- 
spondent in a complaint against rates established south 
of the Ohio by the Southern, because, forsooth, freight 
is hauled on a combination of separately established rates 
to and from the Ohio River. 

In concluding his argument Mr. Moore said: “The joint 
rates on export traffic having been canceled and the through 
routes, of course, remaining, it was permissible for the 
southern lines to participate in the business on the basis 
of a full combination of the locals, and it was equally 
permissible for them to participate in the business on 
the basis of a combination of locals and proportionals. 
To hold that the Commission, on the application of the 
southern carriers, was without jurisdiction to authorize 
the use of proportionals which might create departures 
from the principle of the fourth section, would be equiva- 
lent to denying to the Commission, in any instance what- 
ever, the power to grant fourth section exemption on any 
through route, however urgent the public interest, without 
the actual application or acquiescence of all the carriers 
participating in the route, however numerous. It is not 
thought that any such narrow and illiberal construction 
will ever be given to a provision which was certainly 
designed as much of the protection of the public, which 
is concerned that competition shall be maintained, as for 
the protection of carriers. 

“It is respectfully submitted that°the Commission has 
properly exercised its jurisdiction, and that a rate ad- 
justment which stimulates competition and promotes pub- 
lie interest should not now be disturbed.” 


INDUSTRIAL CASE ECHO 

THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 

Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

An echo of the industrial and tap-line cases came before 

the Commission in arguments November 2 on the com- 

plaint of the Valley Smokeless Coal Company and other 

mines situated on the Johnstown & Stony Creek Railroad, 

against the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and others 

and I. and S. Docket 862, generally known as the Johns- 

town Switching case. The matter was discussed by C. S. 

Belsterling for the Johnstown & Stony Creek Railroad, 

Robert D. Jenks for the complainants, and George Stuart 
Patterson for the Pennsylvania. 


The complaining coal companies asked that the Penn- 
sylvania be required to apply the Clearfield district rates 
from their mines which are on the rails of the Johnstown 
& Stony Creek, an industrial railroad, controlled by the 
United States Steel Corporation. In effect the request 
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was that the Pennsylvania absorb the rates on coal of 
the industrial line. The railroad attorneys frankly dis- 
cussed it on that basis. Mr. Jenks, representing clients 
that have no interests in either railroad, insisted that in- 
asmuch as the Pennsylvania absorbs thé charges of other 
short-line railroads in the Clearfield district, it is undue 
discrimination for that company to refuse absorption of 
the rates of the Johnstown & Stony Creek. 

Mr. Patterson said that if the absorption desired was 
made it would result in discrimination against 446 miles 
on the rails of the Pennsylvania, because the Pennsy]l- 
vania and the B. & O. do not make joint rates on soft coal 
and the mines on the Pennsylvania are shut out of mar- 
kets exclusively reached by the B. & O. Similarly, he 
said, there are fifteen mines on the B. & O. which are 
shut out of markets exclusively reached by Pennsylvania 
rails. As to absorptions by the Pennsylvania for other 
short-line railroads, he said there-is no similarity of cir- 
cumstances and conditions. The mines on the short lines, 


the charges of which the Pennsylvania absorbs, he said, 


have no outlet other than via the Pennsylvania, while 
the mines on the Johnstown & Stony Creek have outlet 
over the Baltimore & Ohio. The last-mentioned road, 
Mr. Jenks said, sends its engines over the rails of its 
spur track of the Johnstown & Stony Creek to get coal 
from one of the tipples of the Valley Smokeless Coal 
Company. He said that while he did not consider the 
point of any importance, his clients would gladly agree 
if the Pennsylvania would enter the arrangement desired 
to send coal from designated tipples over the Pennsyl- 
vania and coal from other designated tipples over the 
B.. & -O, 

Mr. Jenks vigorously contested the claim that, because 
his clients have an outlet over the B. & O., there is such 
dissimilarity of circumstances and conditions between 
their situation and the situation of the mines on the short- 
line railroads which have outlet only over the Pennsyl- 
vania, as to justify the refusal of the Pennsylvania to 
apply the Clearfield district blanket rates to the mines 
on the Johnstown & Stony Creek. 

Mr. Patterson laid it down flat that there is no obliga- 
tion in law requiring the Pennsylvania Railroad: Company 
to extend its blanket rates to points on the B. & O. and 
over the rails of either the Johnstown & Stony Creek or 
any other short lines similarly situated. 


TRANSIT ON LUMBER 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


Attorneys and traffic officials of the lines in Central 
Freight Association territory on one side and lines south 
cf the Ohio River on the other who give transit on hard- 
wood lumber at Buffalo in obedience to an order of the 
Commission spent four days the first part of this week 
submitting testimony before Examiner Burnside in thcir 
dispute as to how they should divide the rates applicable 
to shipments on which transit has been allowed. Neither 
side could think of shrinking any of its divisions, hence 
the appeal to the Commission. 

The southern lines insisted that the transit privilege 
inures entirely to the benefit of their northern connections 
and that therefore on lumber going beyond Buffalo they 
should have .their maximum divisions and stand no part 
of the expense of the transit. They insisted that to re- 


quire them to bear any of the expense would have the 
effect of sending the lumber to the Northeast via Virginia 
gateways instead of via the: Ohio River crossings. 


The 
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northern lines contended that to allow their connections 
the divisions on hardwood lumber stopped at Buffalo for 
sorting or manufacture and then shipped beyond that 
would accrue if the lumber remained at Buffalo would be 
unjust to the northern lines. In shipments going beyond 
Buffalo but not stopped at Buffalo for transit the divisions 
to the southern lines are smaller than on shipments hav- 
ing fmal destination at the lake port. That is so because 
lumber going beyond Buffalo, especially to New England, 
there meets the competition of the lines passing through 
Virginia gateways. 


The witnesses put on the stand by the northern lines 
were N. H. Anspach, chief of the New York Central tariff 
bureau at Cleveland; J. H. Grant, general freight agent 
of the Nickel Plate; J. H. Limburger, transit inspector 
for C. F. A. lines at Buffalo; George Brashers, chief clerk 
in the general freight agent’s office of the Wabash at St. 
Louis, and J. E. Clark, general agent of the Pere Mar- 
quette. Witnesses for the southern lines who took the 
stand were: J. G. Kerr, Jr., chief clerk in the office of 
the freight traffic manager of the L. & N.; E. R. Oliver, 
assistant general freight agent of the Southern; Assistant 
General Freight Agent Shephard of the Illinois Central, 
and Mr. Grumley of the Mobile & Ohio. 





Do Business by Mail 
It’s profitable, with accurate lists of prospects. Our catalogue 
contains Final information on Mail Advertising. Also prices and 
quantity on 6,000 national mailing lists, 99% guaranteed. Such as: 
Fly Paper Mfrs. 


War Material Mfrs. 
Cheese Box Mfrs. 
Shoe Retailers Doctors Farmers 
Auto Owners Axle Grease Mfrs. Fish Hook Mfrs. 
Write for this valuable reference book. Also prices and 
samples of Fac-simile Letters. 
Have us write or revise your Sales Letters, 
Ross-Gould, 822P Olive Street, St. Louis. 


Ross-Gould 
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WE LEASE TANK CARS 
ALL STEEL MODERN EQUIPMENT 


LIQUIDS DESPATCH LINE 


2500 S. Robey St., Chicago, Mi. 
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FERTILIZER RATES 

THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Oolorado Building, Washington, D. C. 
An informal request was placed before the Commission 
November 1 that it undertake a complete readjustment of 
fertilizer rates’ in southeastern states so as to remove 
discrimination. The suggestion was made by E. H. Hart, 
who was arguing for the railroads in the complaint of the 
Charleston freight adjustment steering committee against 
the carriers serving Charleston, in which it was alleged 
that rates on fertilizer from Charleston to North Carolina 

destinations are unjust and unreasonable. 
Charles Kimmich appeared for the complainant, Mr. 
Hart for the respondents, and E. L. Travis and E. Morri- 
son for the North Carolina Corporation Commission. Mr. 
Travis is the chairman of that body and Mr. Morrison 
its attorney. Mr. Kimmich said if the North Carolina scale 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


GOOD MEN ARE ALWAYS IN DEMAND, AND THE 
Traffic World is the logical medium for getting the men 
and the positions in touch with one another. The rates 
for classified advertisements are as follows: $2.00 per 
inch first insertion, $1.00 per inch second insertion, $0.50 
per inch each additional insertion, payable in advance. 
Keyed advertisements forwarded free and all correspond- 
ence held in strict confidence. 

THE TRAFFIC WORLD, 
418 So. Market Streét, Chicago. 











WANTED—Position as TRAFFIC MANAGER, or as- 
sistant, with progressive firm. Fifteen years’ experience. 
Graduate technical course. Law student. Marked ability, 
with wide knowledge of geography and rate structures. 
Familiar with Commission rulings, etc. Now employed, 
but have little opportunity for advancement. Best of ref- 
erences. C. 386, care The Traffic World, Chicago, II. 


RATE CLERK wishes to make change. Five years’ 
experience quoting rates, compiling tariffs, etc. Age 25. 
A-1 references. Address “Energetic,” care The Traffic 
World, Chicago. 


Position wanted as TRAFFIC MANAGER or assistant 
traffic manager. Age 39, and unmarried. Have had thir- 
teen years’ experience in general traffic work with three 
of largest railroads. Good knowledge of tariffs, rules and 
regulations of Interstate Commerce Commission. Can fur- 
nish best of references as to my character, habits, ability, 
etc. Address E. W. H., care The Traffic World, Chicago. 
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PREVENT PILFERING and DAMAGE 


TO YOUR SHIPMENTS BY USING 


ACME STEEL BOX STRAPPING 


Makes strong, durable containers 


No. 7 Acme Box Strap 
WRITE FOR CATALOGUE 


ACME STEEL GOODS CO. 
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were applied from Charleston to North Carolina destina- 
tions, the resulting rates would be 80.19 per cent of those 
now in effect; if the Georgia scale were applied, they 
would be 79.9 per cent; the Florida scale, 63.85 per cent; 
South Carolina scale, 74.8 per cent, and the Commission’s 
scale prescribed in a complaint against the St. Louis, 
Iron Mountain & Southern they would be 74.4 per cent. 

The North Carolina officials denied that the lower North 
Carolina scale unduly discriminates against the traffic sf 
fertilizer manufacturers at Charleston and in favor of 
manufacturers in the old north state. They said farther 
that the North Carolina scale was not adopted with any 
idea of giving manufacturers from that state an advantage 
over their competitors in adjoining commonwealths; on 
the contrary, it was formulated with no purpose in view 
other than that of placing North Carolina manufacturers 
more nearly on a parity with their competitors. Mr. Hart, 
in his argument, said that the carriers believe it is time 
for the federal Commission to take charge of the matter 
and bring order out of the chaos existing in the southern 
states. The disorder, he said, was created by the Georgia 
commission, which was created in 1880'and signalized its 
appearance by slashing reductions in the rates then in 
existence. That body finally prescribed the fertilizer rates 
now in effect in Georgia in 1897. Alabama adopted the 
Georgia scale and then Florida and the two Carolinas made 
scales in competition with the Georgia body. The effect, 
he said, has been disastrous. His request was that the 
federal Commission continue the work it began when it 
decided the Royster Guano case. 


ANSWER TO PETITION 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
; Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad Company, by E. P. Bates, 
assistant freight traffic manager, has filed an answer to 
the petition for a rehearing in No. 7818, Port Huron & 
Duluth Steamship Company against the Pennsylvania et 
al. The company resists the petition filed by the steam- 
ship company on the ground that no additional facts 
have been set up in the application for further hearing. 
It is asserted in the answer of the Pennsylvania that the 
matters brought forward by the steamship company are 
merely arguments on points which the Commission con- 
sidered and disposed of when it made an order respect- 
ing the division of through rates which it had ordered 
establisheed on the petition of the steamship company, in 
which the Pennsylvania was the principal respondent. 

The decision on that question of division seemed to be 
more against the steamship company than in its favor— 
that is to say, while it succeeded in having the through 
routes established, the divisions allowed by the Commis- 
sion did not.appear to be attractive to the steamship 
company. 

ATTORNEYS PLAN ACTION. 

A group of Chicago attorneys who practice before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission met at luncheon Tues- 
day at the Chicago Traffic Club and organized, with Ross 
D. Rynder, of Swift & Co., as secretary, for the purpose 
of presenting their ideas to the Newlands committee of 
Congress, which begins its task of investigating the pres- 
ent system of regulation of carriers November 20. It is 
the hope of these attorneys that others in Chicago and 
elsewhere will join them, and Mr. Rynder hopes to receive 
communications from those who wish to participate. There 
was a discussion at the meeting in, regard to some of 
the changes which the lawyers think necessary and some 
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of the changes that have been proposed that they think 
unnecessary or unwise. Their recommendations will b« 
put into formal language later. 


UNIFORM LIVE STOCK CONTRACT 


C. C. McCain, chairman of the uniform bill of lading com- 
mittee of the Trunk Line Association, the New Englanii 
and the Central Freight Association, has sent the follow- 
ing to carriers in Official Classification territory: 

“Supplement No. 14 to Official Classification No. 43, 
effective December 1, 1916, has been published and dis 
tributed by the Official Classification Committee and con- 
tains uniform live stock contract, which embodies new 
basic valuations for different kinds of live stock, whic) 
new values were necessary to comply with the decision 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the case of 
National Society of Record Associations et al. versus Aber- 
deen & Rockfish Railroad Company et al., Docket No. 6825, 
decided June 29, 1916. 

“Certain questions have arisen and -conclusions reached 
thereon which will require changes in the values to je 
stipulated in the uniform live stock contract and conse- 
quent changes in the arrangement of the form as published 
in Supplement No. 14 to Official Classification No. 43. It 
is anticipated that such changes, as well as revision of 
certain items in Supplement No. 14, will be accomplished 
in order that they may become effective December 1, 1916. 

“In view of the conditions stated, these advices are 
transmitted to notify all lines in Official Classification 
territory that the form of uniform live stock contract pub- 
lished in Supplement No. 14 to Official Classification No. 
43 should not be adopted or a supply thereof procured for 
service on and after December 1, 1916. As soon as the 
terms and arrangement of the new form are definitely 
determined, copies of the revised form of contract will be 
distributed.” 


REPORT ON ACCIDENT 
THE TRAFFIC. SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

Defective workmanship on the main axle of engine 1056 
of the Southern Railway caused an accident near Hoffman, 
Ill., June 7, 1915, which resulted in the death of the engine- 
man and injury to the fireman. The report on that ac- 
cident was given out by the Commission October 28. The 
report is dated Sept. 14, 1916. 

The axle broke because, in rough machining it, the work- 
man took so heavy a cut that surface cracks, which were 
not taken out by the smooth cut, were started. Another 
workmansip defect was shown in the fact that while the 
hub of the drivewheel was eight inches, the bearing of 
the axle in the hub was for a distance of only 1% inches. 
A third defect was that somebody made an error in lay- 
ing out the keyways. Two series of six holes were drilled 
in the axle and plugged up. The plugs were found when 
the broken axle was heated to find out what was the 
matter with it. . 

Not a single mark of identification was found on the 
axle. The steel was all right, but the shop that put in 
that engine left no marks to be a telltale. The engine 
was taken off a passenger train a few hours before tie 
accident because it pounded. The driving-box cellar had 
dropped down and the superficial examination made when 
the engine was taken off.the passenger train led to te 
report that the trouble was caused by the cellar, Aficr 
the cellar was put into place the pounding continued and 
the dead engineman guessed he had a bent axle. 
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CLINCHFIELD ROUTE 


FAST DAILY FREIGHT SERVICE 
Daily Through Merchandise Cars for Less Than Carload Shipments via 
“CLINCHFIELD ROUTE” 


(Carolina, Clinchfield & Ohio Railway) (Carolina, Clinchfield & Ohio Railway of South Carolina) 
TO AND FROM THE ~% 


SOUTH 


THROUGH MERCHANDISE CARS SOUTHBOUND 





_ | APPROXIMATE 
FROM— / a TIME OF 
BREAK BULK AT ine tieny 
Chicago 
a & O. Freight Depot, 401 West Van Buren St.).......... Johnson City, Tenn...... 3rd Morning 
icago 
(Chicago Junction Ry. Freight Depot, Central Manufacturing 
SSP eer eee pr a, Se PE sen eee pee Cincinnati (for reloading 
to Southern points via 
Cs Rar ccckwicces 2nd Morning 
Chicago 
(Archer and Lime Streets; Big Four Sisto, South Water : 
SU RINOED Sina hik a 6 ou< ped oe Raw eael Genss > 405955 ke Re Hamlet, -N. Co... i isos 5th Morning 
Chicago 
(Archer and Lime Streets; Big Four Railway, South Water : ; 
POCE DOPE 6 55 oe en eee ce esrb nteccrscescnsaeees Spartanburg, S. C........ 3rd Morning 
Cincinnati ‘ 
(C. & O. Freight Depot, Third and Park Streets).......... Augusta, Ga........s2008 3rd Morning 
Jacksonville, Fla......... 4th Morning 
Spartanburg, S.C........ 2nd Morning 
Johnson City, Tenn...... 2nd Morning 
Cincinnati 
(L. & N. Freight Depots, Third and Mill Streets and Pearl and 
Re ED ais 8k bo ARs Gk ESS oe e toe cd STR eke Johnson City, Tenn...... 2nd Morning 
Louisville 
‘ (C. & O. Freight Depot, Main, Preston and Jackson Streets)..| Johnson City, Tenn...... 3rd Morning 
ouisville 
(L. & N. Freight Depot, First and Water Streets, and Ninth , 
IED 85 ood snc been gn so eebasis ko eeuesagae cheese Johnson City, Tenn...... 3rd Morning | 
Ashland, Ky. , 
(C. & O. Freight Depot, Fifteenth and Front Streets)........ Johnson City, Tenn...... 2nd Morning 
Detroit, Mich. 
(Michigan CORR FONG ROUND 65 gid dnc de ti atce os cas Cincinnati (for reloading 
to Southern ‘points via 
C. & O. Ry.) Ah ay Se 2nd Morning 
Bluefield, W. Va. 
Ne es RIED Sa. 675, ices 3: 3 ae be ped eee Wedxes sa enon Johnson City, Tenn......|2nd Morning 








Less than carload shipments destined to points beyond the “break bulk” point will go forward on 
same day as arrival at “break bulk” points. 


— 








For Prompt, Reliable, and Uniform Service Ship via the 
CLINCHFIELD ROUTE 


Prompt and accurate rate quotations. Special attention to Claims, Tracing and other traffic ques- 
tions of interest to shippers. 


CLINCHFIELD ROUTE 


THEO. DEHON, General Southern Agent, J. W. BOTTORFF, General Western Agent, 
Spartanburg, S. C. Cincinnati, Ohio 
5. 3, CAMPION, Vice-President, Johnson City, Tenn. 
As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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This directory of Warehousemen, Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, Customs Brokers, etc., presents the 
announcements of some of the livest and most progressive of such concerns in the country. They invite cor- 
respondence from our readers and can help you if you will lay your distribution or forwarding difficulties 
before them for solution. Practically branch service available without payroll or building investment. 


SHREVEPORT, LOUISIANA 


Caddo Transfer & Warehouse Co. Inc. 


Special attention given to merchandise stock storage 
accounts. Carloads for distribution, less carloads for 
City Delivery. Reshipments and forwarding by Express 
or reel Post. 


TWO LARGE WAREHOUSES. ON RAILROAD TRACKS. 


Western Transfer and Storage Co. 


220 TO 226 STANTON ST. 

Et. PASO, TEXAS. 
FORWARDERS AND DISTRIBUTORS. 
DISTRIBUTION CARS A SPECIALTY. 

TWO WAREHOUSES ON TRACK. 
The only FIREPROOF storage in El Paso. 


Cut Rate Package Car Service from Seaboard Territory. 


EDGAR’S SUGAR HOUSE, Inc. 


620-532 LAFAYETTD BLVD. 
DETROIT, MICH. 

Bight fireproof warehouses on tracks of princi rail- 
roads. The only two fireproof warehouses on the river 
front. Lowest urance rates in the city. Twelve aute 
trucks for delivery. Write for further particulars. 


Buffalo Storage & Carting Co. 


350 Seneca St., Buffalo, N. Y. 


Storage, Transfer and Forwarding 
Warehouse on New York Central Tracks 


The Wiley & Nicholls Co. 


UNITED STATES BONDED WAREHOUSES AND 
GENERAL STORAGE-DISTRIBUTORS 


Warenousemen and Forwarding Agents. Drayage and 
Heavy Hauling a Specialty. Fireproof Warehouse. Low- 
est Insurance Rate in City. 

GALVESTON, TEXAS 


MILWAUKEE 


The Union Transfer Co. 


107 REED STREET 
FREIGHT TEAMING—SHIPPING AND RECEIVING 
AGENTS 
CARLOAD DISTRIBUTORS 
The Best Equipped Transfer Company in the City 


CHICAGO — 
Jos. Stockton Transfer Co. 


536 The Rookery Buliding 


Teaming of Every Description—City Delivery Service 
and Carload Distributors. 


LINCOLN, NEB. 


Best Distribution Point In the West 
Merchandise in car lots distributed to all ints. House- 
hold goods assembled and shipped in car lots at reduced 
rates. Cars set to our warehouses without charge. 

GENERAL DRAYAGE AND STORAGE 
Fireproof Buildings—Trackage Space, 7 cars. 
Service—the foundation of our. success. 
CARTER TRANSFER & STORAGE CO., 8th and Q Sts. 


ST. JOSEPH TRANSFER CO. 
“PONY EXPRESS” 
wwe 23 3 ee 
MERCHANDISH STORAGE WAREHOUSE. 


CARLOAD AND L. C. L. DISTRIBUTION 
PROMPT SERVICH GUARANTEED. 


CHICAGO— 


Chicago Storage & Transfer Co. (Not Inc.) 
5851-61 WEST 65TH STREET 


Excellent facilities for shipping L. C. L. lots without 
. Carload distribution a specialty. Daily motor 
deliveries throughout the city at very reasonable prices 
Floors for rent. 
INSURANCE RATE SEVENTEEN CENTS. 


ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 


General Storage. Forwarding. Carload Distribution. 


Excellent facilities for reshipping without cartage. Insur- 
ance rate 12 cents. Members of American Warehouse- 
men’s Association and American Chain of Warehouses. 


Write for particulars. 
B. R. & P. WAREHOUSE, Inc. KING and MAPLE STS. 


Byvank Transfer & Storage Co. 


623-826 Lafayette St. 
WATERLOO, IOWA. 


RESHIPPING AND DISTRIBUTING 
A SPECIALTY. j 


Louisville Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 


LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Import and export freight contractors, transfer and 
reshipping agents, custom house brokers. Bonded and 
free warehouses. 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, Warehousemen, Custom House Brokers. ete. (Continued) 


EXPORT SPECIALISTS 


THROUGH RATES 


MARINE INSURANCE Completely Covering Shipments by 


LEAVE IT ALL TO US { War RISK 


CONSULAR ARRANGEMENTS 


COLLECTIONS 


JUDSON 


RAIL and OCEAN 
to All Parts of the World. 


FREIGHT FORWARDING CO. 


Home Offices: CHICAGO NEW YORK BOSTON PITTSBURG’ ST.LOUIS LOS ANGELES SAN FRANCISCO 
Foreign Agencies in All Principal Cities and Ports in Europe, Asia, Africa, Australasia, China, Japan. South America, Philippine Islands, ete 


Security Warehouse Company 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
Northwestern Distributors for nearly all Nationally 


Advertised ty Car Trackage 





‘Space, -. 
Motor Truck delivery in Minneapolis and St. Paul 


LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 


Distributers of Pool Cars and General Warehousing. 
Parcel Post distributers of catalogs and- merchandise. 
Fireproof building. Track connections with all roads. 


Terminal Warehouse Company, 109-111 Rector Avenue 








D. A. MORR TRANSFER AND STORAGE CO. 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 
2114-2120 Central Street 


TRANS ae ne are FORWARD- 
TRIBUTION ES. 


D CITY D 
Direct sn Qenneutions With Ail i halisohes. Fireproof Storage, 
Sprinkler System. 





Springfield, Mass. 


Central Warehouse & Transfer .Co. 


Office: 315 Bridge St: 
TRANSFERRING AND RESHIPPING 
GENERAL STORAGE, FURNITURE STORAGE, ETC 


TOLEDO, OHIO 


STORAGE—FOR WARDERS—DISTRIBUTORS 


best Gistribasing point for ot eith eve and Ia- 
se E Soubestion “Glin cath ef Gee railroads, 
we aan tesmnew caembip ees entitling Selene. No 


The Toledo Warehouse Co. 
tee American and Interstate OT. pth Be my wl 


Minneapolis Transfer & Warehouse Co. 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
122 SOUTH FIFTH STREET 


DISTRIBUTORS OF POOL CARS AND GENERAL 
WAREHOUSING 








PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


BEST DISTRIBUTING POINT IN THE EAS) 


Railroad Sidings, Penna. R. R. and Phila. & Reading 
Experienced in giving Best Warehouse Service 
SCOTT PAPER CO. WAREHOUSE 
Cc. R. CLEMENTS, Manager 


Very low insurance 


ST. JOSEPH WAREHOUSE AND COLD STORAGE Co. 
‘SOUTH ST. JOSEPH, MISSOURI 


Trackage, Capacity 18 cars a day. 








accounts, for distributi less car- 
loads for city delivery, reshipment Gaal velutatera. 


by Post. | 
two class A warehouses on terminal tracks. 


Omaha Fireproof Storage Co. 


806-18 SOUTH 16TH 8T., OMAHA, NEB. 
SIGHT AND OND-HALF ACRES FLOOR SPACE 
INSURANCB 


CB RATD 20 
TRACKAGE a 10 CARS. "GENERAL TEAMING 


AUTO SERVICE 


Savannah Bonded Warehouse & Transfer Co. 


SAVANNAH, GEORGIA 
GENERAL STORAGE—RE-CONSIGNING—DISTRIBUT- 
ING—FORWARDING—PROMPT AND EFFICIENT 
SERVICE—EXCEPTIONAL FACILITIDS— 
CUSTOM HOUSE BROKERS 
Members ‘American Chain of Warehouses 
Members American Warehousemen’s Associa 








As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers, 








THE BOOK SHELF 


Conference Rulings Bulletin No. 6, 8x11 inches. $0.40 
Supplement No. 1 to Bulletin No. 6, 8xllinches ..10 
Supplement No. 2 to Bulletin No. 6, 8xllinches .05 
The Act to Regulate Commerce.............. .25 


Tariff Circular No. 18-A...........2c0seeccees .25 
Supplement No. 3 to 18-A—Photographic “Re- 
* production, 8xl1 inches ........... coccccee 210 
Supplement No. 4 to 18-A, 8x11 imches........ -10 
Federal Regulation of Railway Rates—Albert 
Pe er ee ea hs s te whe Vee een vee + NEO 
Railroads, Ripley, WOR Dee ca vibe sudo tb eee 3.20 
Railroads, Ripley, Vol. 2—Finance and Organi- 
NN a oBed i a'cl a ones mhiepseecneaes 3.20 
Freight Classification—J. F. Strombeck....... 1.10 


Decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—First 23 Volumes Complete, Uniform 
ER, a Soke a Bok eek ct De a ER lage SS Se? 77.00 
Subsequent Volumes, each................. 2.00 

Railroad Freight Rates, with Maps, Tables, 

Etc., Explaining the Present Rate System 
and Its Evolution; McPherson............ 2.42 

The Working of the Railroads—What They 
Are—What They Do and How They Do It; 

PPC OTWUNL > 5a. cae cds th oc vein Paice ot Oo we 1.63 

Transportation in  Europe—Transportation 
Conditions in Europe, Both Rail and Water, 
Carefully Analyzed; McPherson............ 1.63 

Studies in Rate Construction—Curran........ 2.60 

Interstate Transportation, Covering all Phases 
of the Subject, Both Legal and Practical; 
Parnes: TWO VOMMES ..... 60 cedis wesencsws 7.50 

Railroad Traffic and Rates—The Development 

, of Rate-Making, and the Keeping of Freight 
and Passenger Records, Carefully Treated; 


Johnson. and Huebner.......cciccscccsceee 5.42 
Regulation, Valuation and Depreciation of Pub- 
lic Utilities—Wrer. 0.0.5... 66s eee cece een ees 5.00 


Problems in Railway Legislation—Haines.... 1.75 
Compensation for Injuries to Workmen— 
(New) 2 volumes, 1,670 pages. All of the 
New Workmen’s Compensation Laws; Boyd. 9.00 
Moore on Carriers—A Practical Treatise on 
.the Law of Carriers of Goods, Passengers, od 
Live Stock, Etc.; D. C. Moore; 3 volumes.. 19.50 
The Earning Power of the Railways—Mundy. 2.00 
The Panama Canal and Commeérce—An inter- 
esting and valuable treatise on the canal, its 
administration, rates, practices, etc.—John- 
WE Sin esc shades bop eee s Coane e@ks be ad intt- ete: 2.10 


Principles of Railroad Transportation—A new 
work, dealing with all phases of railroad 
transportation, the practical features of rate 
making being discussed in detail—Johnson.. 2.60 

Lowrey’s Map of Chicago Switching District... 1.00 

Ocean and Inland Water Transportation— 


Johuson ,..... a ates babe GE ih stikip eso ocala BS gia 1.63 
Lafayette’s Table of Percentages, from 1 to 

2,000, and carrying 3 decimals.............. 4.00 
Lafayette’s Calculator, a short method of figur- 
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Elements of Transportation—Johnson........ $1.63 
Railroad Reorganization—Daggett i cdhieeh eyecare 
Ship Subsidies—A Study on. American -Ship- 
ping; W.. T; DURMOTC. < ..5 cc cccc dvet¥ecce: SEO 
Waterways Versus Railways—A_ well-written 
Discussion of the Relative Value of the 
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Hutchinson on Carriers-—A recognized author- 
ity on the Law of Carriers, brought up to 
the date of the passing of the Hepburn 
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The Law of Interstate Commerce—An ex- 
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F,. N.. Judson........ onsne bbs ee easde bee ees 6.50 
The Law Governing Public Service Corpora- 
tions and All Others Engaged in Public Em- 


ployment—Wyman eeeeee eeteeeeeeeoeaeeeereeree 12.50 
The Trade of the World—Whelpley .......... 2.16 
American Railroad Economics—Sakolski...... 1.35 


American Railroad Rates—Noyes....¢....... 1.60 
Railway Legislation in the U. S—B.H. Meyer. 1.35 


Government Regulation of Railway Rates— 
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Railroad Finance—Cleveland & Powell........ 2.60 
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Validity of Rate Regulations—New; Reeder... 5.00 
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Map of the U. S., showing all Classification and 
Freight Association territories: .. ss... «se. 1.00 
Gartner’s Notes to Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission Reports, Volumes 1 to 30, inclusive, 
in two large volumes. By Karl K. Gartner. 15.00 
Watkins on Shippers and Carriers—Revised to 
October, 1915, in one large volume. By Ed- 
Bar Watiils 22... cce cess vemseccovsthence . 7.50 
Fuller’s Act to Regulate Commerce ‘as Con- 
strued by the Supreme Court—Herbert Bruce 
WUHOR 04.00 ei ooo sccedicnnmetebescnssoksess 6.00 
Bishop’s Interstate Commerce Commission’s 
Citations—Covering the first 29 volumes of 
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Carriers—Michie. Just out. A new and ency- 
clopedic treatise of the law of carriers, in 4 
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